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Trety-F ourTH Coneress, Ist Session. 


RESOLUTIONS ON THE CALENDAR. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair wiil proceed | 


ta dispose of the resolutions on the Calendar in 
their order. The first is a resolution of the Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Witson,] calling | 


for information in reference to the disturbances 
in Kansas. | ¥ 

Mr. BROWN. I thought that subject had 
been postponed until Monday, on the motion of 
the Senator from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Jones. ] 

The PRESIDENT. } 
was the President’s message in regard to Kansas. 

Mr. BROWN. This relates to the same sub- 
‘ect, and I move to postpone its further consid- 


The subject postponed | 


sration until Monday, so that the Senator from | 


Tennessee may have the whole matter before him. | INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILLS. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
[Mr. Have. ] 

“Mr. BROWN. I make the same motion in 
reference to that resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one proposing to purchase seventy copies of Lip- 
incott’s Gazetteer. 

Mr. STUART. That resolution was submit- 
ted some time ago by the Senator from New 


York, [Mr. Sewarp,] who is now absent. [| 
move that its further consideration be postponed | 


for the present. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one submitted by the Senator from Kentucky, 
{[Mr. CrirreNDEN,] in reference to the naval 
retiring board. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Inthe presentsituation 
of the subject to which the resolution relates, I do 
not wish to press it upon the time or attention of 
the Senate now, but I desire to move the post- 
ponement of its further consideration to some 
convenient day. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
table for the present 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one directing the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
Navy. 

Mr.STUART. That is a resolution which 


Let it lie on the 


was submitted by my colleague,{Mr. Cass,] who | 
I move that its further con- | 


is not now present. 
sideration be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 


one instructing the Committee on the Judiciary 


to inquire whether the provisions of the ** act to | 


| 
| 





promote the efficiency of the Navy”’ are in accord- | 


ance with the Constitution of the United States. 
Itis a resolution which was submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hate.]} 
Mr. BROWN. As that Senator is not present, 
I move to postpone the further consideration of 
the resolution until to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MICHAEL DOOLEY. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution on 
the Calendar is one providing for compensation 
to the widow of Michael Dooley. 

Mr. EVANS. This is a resolution which was 
submitted by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Sewarp,] on whicha report was made by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. Atthe time when the report 
was made I did not ask the Senate to act upon it, 
because the Senator who offered the original res- 
olution was not present. I do not think, how- 
ever, thatthere would now be any impropriety in 
disposing of the subject; although the report of 
the committee does not recommend the adoption 


of the resolution, but proposes an amendment 
to it. 


The PRESIDENT. The resolution is before 


3] 


|| Mr. SLIDELL. 
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the Senate. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The original resolution offered by Mr. Sewarp 
on the 3d of January was: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, to the widow of Michael Dooley, the late 
superintendent of the folding-room, the sum of $150 for 
funeral expenses, and the salary of the said deceased until 
the close of the present session. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike 
out the words, ‘and the salary of the said de- 
ceased until the close of the present session,” 
and to insert in lieu of them, ‘ one quarter’s sal- 
ary to be computed from the day of his death.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the reso- 
lution as amended was adopted. 


The PRESIDENT. All the resolutions having 
been disposed of, the Chair will present to the 
Senate, in their order, the bills on the Calendar 
for consideration. The first bill on the Calendar 
is a bill (S. No. 1) making an appropriation for 
deepening the channel over the St. Clair Flats, in 


| the State of Michigan, which was introduced by | 


the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] 
Mr. HUNTER. I hope that bill will lie over. 
All bills of this nature should come up together. 
| I move to postpone its further consideration for 
the present. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The bill (S. No. 2) making an appropriation 

| for deepening the channel over the flats of the St. 
Mary’s river, in the State of Michigan, which 
| was introduced by Mr. Cass; the bill (S. No. 14) 
to remove obstructions to navigation in the mouth 
of the Mississippi river, at the Southwest Pass, 
and Pass 4 |’Outre, which was introduced by Mr. 


| ment of the navigation of the Patapsco river, and 
| to render the port of Baltimore accessible to the 
| war steamers of the United States, introduced by 
Mr. Pratt, were severally passed gver for the 
same reason. 


PILOTAGE. 


| The PRESIDENT. ‘The next bill on the Cal- 
| endar is one which was introduced by the Sena- 
| tor from Louisiana, [Mr. Stiwext,] relating to 
| pilotage. 
I hope the Senate will con- 
| sent to consider this bill now. It was reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, and passed 
without objection at the last session of Congress. 
‘The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill, (S. No. 13,) which 
yroposes to enact that the several laws of the 

Jnited States relating to pilots on steamboats 

and other steam council especially the act of 
Congress approved August 30, 1852, entitled «An 
/act to amend an act to provide for the better 
security of the lives of passengers on board of 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,’’ shal] not be so con- 
strued as to affect, annul, or impair the force or 
validity of the laws of any State regulating pilot- 
age in its ports, or harbors, or over the bars at the 
| mouths of rivers, where those bars are within the 
territorial jurisdiction of the State. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. lverson] inquires what is the object of the 
bill? I will state very briefly what is its purpose. 
The laws regulating steam vessels, which were 
intended to be confined in their application to 
boats navigating the rivers of the country, re- 
| quire that pilots shall be permanently employed 
|and be periodically subjected to the inspection 
of a board constituted for that purpose. It was 
never intended to apply to vessels navigating the 
ocean entering our ports fromabroad. ff it does 
apply to them, it conflicts with State laws on the 
subject. 
JAMIN,] who is a member of the Committee on 
Commerce, and who reported this bill at the last 
session, is not at the present moment in his place. 


ment that the bill received the unanimous sanc- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce, and was 


| Sue tz; and the bill (S. No. 53) for the improve- | 


If he were here, he would corroborate my state- | 
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yvassed without objection in the Senate last year. 
| hope the same course will be pursued now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will now have 
its third reading, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FISH. If the Senator from Louisiana has 
no objection, I should like that the final passage 
of this bill should be delayed. I wish to Sian an 
opportunity to investigate it. My attention has 
not been called to it until this moment, and it 
strikes me that it may possibly conflict with some 
interests. 


Mr. SLIDELL. If 


the Senator from New 


| York will state any plausible objection to the bill, 


| perhaps an explanation may obviate it. 


| the port of New York. 


| ined it. 





Mr. FISH. I fear that it may affect, possibly, 
a conflict of laws between the States of New 
Jersey and New York, in regard to pilotage in 
I do not say that there 
is any objection to the bill, for I have not exam- 
My attention has not been called to it 
until this moment. The bill has been ordered to 
a third reading; and, if there be no necessity for 
immediate action upon it, let it come up on Mon- 
day for its third reading. By that time it can be 
investigated. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I shall not insist upon the 
third reading of the bill now. 

The PRESIDENT. The third reading of the 
bill will be postponed until Monday. 

Mr. SLIDELL afterwards said: [ observe that 
my colleague is now in his place; and I think he 
will be able to give satisfactory assurances to the 
Senator from New York that the bill which was 
postponed this morning can, under no possible 
circumstances, conflict with the laws of New 
York and New Jersey in relation to pilotage. It 
is confined entirely to sea-going vessels. Its 
object is to prevent the laws of the United States 
overruling the navigation laws of the States within 


| waters exclusively State waters. 


Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that there can 
be no objection to the passage of this bill. I do 
not see how it can affect the interests of the State 
of New York. 

Mr. FISH. 


I am not uware that it can; I wish 


| to investigate it. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I think this bill had 
better lie over. I wish to look into it; I wish 
to see whether it willinterfere with the bill which 
was passed to protect life on steamboats. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I suggest to my colleague 
to allow the bill to lie over until Monday. I think 
we can then pass it without objection. 


The PRESIDENT. The third reading of the 


bill will be postponed until Monday. 


| as in Committee of the Whole. 


JOHN H. HORNE. 
The bill (S. No. 46) for the relief of John H. 
Horne was read the second time, and considered 


It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay to 
John H. Horne, of Mississippi, the sum of 


| $650 50. 


Mr. Horne became the purchaser of certain 
Indian reservations under the treaty of Dancing 


| Rabbit Creek, and paid to the Indians, according 
| to contract, fifty cents per acre for the land so 


| This he agreed to do. 


ee 


Afterwards, the President of the 
Jnited States (General Jackson) directed the 
patents to be withheld until Horne should pay 
an additional sum of seventy-five cents per acre 
In December, 1838, A. A. 
Kincannon, Esq., was appointed an agent by the 


| President to investigate, adjust, and settle the 
| matters in dispute growing out of the purchase of 


| these reservations. 


I regret that my colleague, [Mr. Ben- | 


To this agent, Horne paid 
the additional seventy-five cents per acre, and 
Kincannon reported the payment to the Depart- 
ment. He failed, however, to account for the 
money, and subsequently died insolvent. ‘lhe 
Department refused to acknowledge the validity 
of the payment, and required Horne again to pay 
seventy-five cents per acre for the land, which he 
did—protesting that it was unjust. The official 
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was the agent of the Government; that he re- 


ceived the money in December, 1839; and that no | 


objection was made to its reception until March, 
1843. Then, for the first time, the Secretary of 
War notified the agent that the currency in which 
the payment was made had depreciated, and that 
the Government would not receive it. ‘The com- 
mittee think the last payment was improperly 
demanded, 

Mr. BROWN. I hone this bill will be passed. 
The Government is in possession of $600—the 
money of this gentleman—to which it has no 


claim whatever. ‘This bil is to provide authority | 


for paying it hack to him. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi why this is not a matter 
for the consideration of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The Committee on Indian 
Affairs thought that it was not proper to compel 
a man to incur the expense of litigating a claim 
in the court, when the Government itself admits 
that it has received his money wrongfully, but 
cannot pay it back simply on account of the want 
of an appropriation, The committee were unan- 
imously of the opinion that it was better to pass 
a bill making the appropriation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANSON DART. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 60) for the 
relief of Anson Dart. 

The original bill, as introduced by Mr. Donce, 
proposed to direct the proper accounting officers 
to account with and allow to Anson Dart, late 


superintendent of Indian affairs in Oregon 'Terri- | 
tory, for the time he served as such, the same | 
compensation which was allowed by the act of 


March 3, 1852, to the superintendent of Indian 
aifairs in California, deducting therefrom the com- 
pensation heretofore received by him as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs for Oregon Territory. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, with an amendment to strike out 
**the same compensation as is allowed by the act 
of March 3, 1852, to the superintendent of Indian 
affairs in California,’’ and insert, ** $3,500 per 
annum.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE. The object of this bili is to 
make compensation to Mr. Dart for his services 
as superintendent of Indian aifairs in Oregon. It 
was reported from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs by the chairman, [Mr. Sepastian;] but as 


he is too much indisposed to address the Senate | 
on the subject, and inasmuch as | introduced the | 


bill, I feel it to be my duty to say afew words. 
W hen this gentleman went to Oregon his salary 

was $2,500. 

that it was to be increased. There was an under- 


standing between the chairman of the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs at that time, [Mr. xg ee ae 


and Mr, Dart, that the salary should be increasec 
if possible. By some omission, however, it was 
notdone. Mr. Dart was a faithful officer, and 
perfect quiet reigned among the Indians during 
the ume when he was superintendent. It seems 
to me to be nothing more than an act of justice 
to allow him the same compensation which was 
given to the Indian superintendent in California; 
but I shall acquiesce in the proposition of the com- 
mittee to allow a less amount. 


fairs, 


Mr. RUSK. 


that it is a bad practice to give increased compen- 
sation to an officer after his services have been 
performed; but it has been done in several in- 
stances, and in some cases which perhaps were 
not meritorious. There is no doubt that this isa 
meritorious case. It was distinctly stated to Mr. 
Dart, at the time of his appointment by the then 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that 
a bill which was then pending for an increase of 
the salary of the California superintendent should 


be made to include the superiatendent in Oregon. || 


That provision, according to my recollection, had 
the sanction of the Indian bureau; but by some 
oversight it was not included in the bill. Mr. 


, TRE 


correspondence exhibits the facts that Kincannon 


| 
It was understood then, however, | 


I trust no objec- | 
tion will be made to the bill. Ithas been reported | 
unanimously from the Committee on Indian Af- || 


The Committee on Indian Af- | 
fairs were unanimous upon this subject. I know | 








Dart went to Oregon and performed his duties in 
avery satisfactory manner. He preserved peace 
among the Indians in Oregon, and brought back 
as good a report as perhaps any other superin- 
tendent. This bill, as it now stands, does not 
allow this gentleman the same compensation 
which has been accorded to the California super- 
intendent, but simply adds $1,000 a year to his 
salary. I think it ought to be passed at once. 
Mr. HUNTER. This may be a case for an 
exception to the general rule; but it seems to me 
to be a very dangerous precedent to establish the 
principle, that whenever we increase the pay of 
an officer for the future, we must go back and 
compensate himat the same rate for past services. 
This man aceepted the office knowing what the 
pay was. He was willing to take it with the 
existing pay, or he would not have accepted it. 
Nor do I think that we have assimilated the pay 
of officers in Oregon with that of officers in Cal- 
ifornia. It has been heretofore considered more 
expensive to live in California than anywhere else, 
and therefore we have compensated public officers 
there by a higher rate than in other places. I do 
not dispute the merits of this Indian agent; but [ 
think the principle of the bill is a very bad one, 
and I am afraid that we shall not end until we 


establish it as a general rule, that when we in- | 
crease an officer’s salary we must allow him | 


back pay. 

Mr. DODGE. In reply to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia, I beg leave to say that Mr. 
Dart was the first supermtendent of Indian af- 
fairs sent to Oregon, and he had, therefore, very 
great difficulties to encounter in the performance 
of his duties, That he was faithful 1s proved by 


the sanction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs | 


of his conduct in the discharge of his duties. Mr. 
Dart was appointed by the last Administration. 
He and I do not agree in polities; but that differ- 


ence does not prevent me bearing testimony to | 
his faithfulness and efficiency in the discharge of 


his public duties. As I have stated, he was the 
first Indian superintendent in Oregon; and for 
that reason he had to perform all the labors in- 
cident to the organization of the Indian system 
there. He was a poor man, and during his two 
or three years’ service in Oregon he received no 
more than was barely sufficient to cover his ex- 
penses. Iam sure this honorable body will not 
refuse to this meritorious man some compensa- 
tion which a proper appreciation of his services 
necessarily requires. 


Administration of President Fillmore. I have 


known him for eighteen years as a resident of | 


the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 


resent, and [ have always considered him to be | 
an honest, faithful, and upright man, competent | 
for the performance of any duty which he ever | 


undertook. 
Mr. RUSK. 
mistaken as to this bill. 
not allow to this gentleman the compensation 
which has been received by the superintendent 
of Indian affairs in California. This officer re- 
ceived a salary of $2,500. ‘The salary of the su- 


perintendentin California was $4,500. The pres- | 
ent bill proposes to allow $3,500 for the services | 


of this gentleman. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish to call the 


attention of the Senate to one other fact, in con- | 
firmation of what has been said by the Senator | 


from Wisconsin and the Senator from Texas. 
The committee took into consideration the prin- 
ciple stated by the Senator from Virginia, that 


increased compensation should not be allowed for | 


services previously performed; but they thought 
this case was fairly exempt from the operation 
of that principle. We all admit that it is bad 
policy to make extra compensation to officers 
after their duties have been discharged, and they 
are out of office. In this case, however, it seemed 


| to the committee that there was very strong evi- 
| dence—evidence which it was scarcely possible 
| to resist—that this gentleman accepted the office 


with the expectation,and witha positive promise, 


| that his compensation should be increased at that 
session of Congress; and that it was not increased 
| in consequence of an accident. 


I understand further, as stated by the honorable 
Senator from Wisconsin, that during the three 
years while this gentleman was at the head of 
the Oregon superintendency, he preserved peace 
in a large extent of country now comprising the 
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He stood high with the || 


The Senator from Virginia is | 
As it now stands it does | 











i Territories of Oregon and Washington, | d 

|| believe there was a single Indian distu 

_ that region while he was in office. My opinio 
has always been in that it depended to a aie 
extent on the officers of the Government whether 
or not we had Indian wars, particularly in . 
country where the Indians are so small and a 
so much broken up as they are in this region i 
may, however, be mistaken in that. Ido hee 
wish to cast censure on any one; but I think this 
gentleman ts entitled to some distinction for hig 
services. In addition to the increased com ain. 
sation which it is proposed to allow him, I should 
be willing, if it were possible, to confer on him 
some testimonial. When other officers who 
come here asking for increased compensation 
shall be able to show that they performed iin 
arduous duties as this gentleman did, when hp 
encountered all the difficulties and _privations of 
a new country, at great personal expense, [ 
should be willing to provide for their cases ag 
coming within the same category. 

_ The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 
and the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, was concurred in. The bill as amended 

| was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
was read the third time, and passed. r 


JACOB DODSON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 79) for the 
relief of Jacob Dodson, which was reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. It proposes 
to direct the proper accounting officers of the 
Government to allow to Jacob Dodson, a colored 
man, who, on the 7th of July, 1846, at the Amer- 
ican orks, in California, volunteered as a private 
for ** during the war’’ in Captain Richard Owen’s 
company of the California battalion, and who 
was discharged on the 14th of April, 1847, at Los 
Angeles, in California, all the pay and allowances 
to which he would be entitled under the existing 
laws, in the same manner as if he had been legally 
enlisted in, and honorably discharged from, the 
service of the United States, deducting the sum 
of $281, paid to him by Colonel J. C. Frémon 
for his services as a member of the exploring 
expedition within this period, 

Mr. WELLER. This bill was passed by the 
Senate at the last session of Congress, but was 
|| not acted on in the House of Representatives. It 
1s for the relief of a colored man in the employ 
of the Senate, whom Senators may recollect. He 
enlisted as a private in Captain Owen’s company, 
and served with him during the whole of Colonel 
F'rémont’s campaign in California; but in conse- 
quence of his being a colored man he could not 
be legally mustered. All that we propose in this 
bill is to give him what he would have received 
if he had been of a different color—in other words, 
if he had been a white man. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
‘amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


i BANK OF MISSOURI. 
| The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
next considered the bill, (S. No. 63,) which was 
introduced by Mr. Geyer, and reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to authorize 
and direct the settlement of the account of the 
Bank of the State of Missouri for money ad- 
vanced for the subsistence and transportatior. 
of volunteers. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
to audit the account of the Bank of the State of 
Missouri against the United States, for moneys 
advanced in the year 1846 for subsistence and 
| transportation of certain companies of volunteers, 
KOA by order of General E. P. Gaines, assem- 
bled at St. Louis, Missouri, in the months of May 
-and June of that year, with the view of being 
mustered into the service of the United States, 
the same manner as if those companies had been 
regularly received into the service, and to pay the 
_ balance which may be found to be due tothe bank, 
with interest, with a proviso that the amount to be 
| paid shall not exceed the sum of six hundred and 
sixty-three dollars and seventy-eight cents, with 
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interest from the Ist of June, 1846, and that the 
account be sustained by such vouchers as are 
required in similar cases. ; 
The report states, that during the late war with 
Mexico, in May and June, 1846, under a requist- 
\| tion of Genes, Gaines upon the Governor of 
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\fissouri, thirteen companies of volunteers assem- 
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communicated, in reference to Indian disturbances 


bled at St. Louis, to be mustered into the service || in the State of California and in the Territories 


of the United States. After the arrival of these | 


companies at St. Louis, it was determined to send | 


only six of them to Mexico, and to disband the 
other seven companies; which, being done, the 
Bank of Missouri, at the request of the Governor 
of the State, and in good faith, paid the seven dis- 
banded companies their transportation to the place 
of rendezvous and their subsistence until dis- 
-harged; and the bank’s claim for reimbursement, 


beviog been refused by the Treasury Department, 
is now brought before Congress. It has been the 
settled practice of Congress to repay States for 
advances made under similar circumstances, and 
the committee cannotsee any good reason for pur- 
suing a different course of policy in the present 
jnstance. . 

These companies were regularly enlisted by the 
proper recruiting officers, and the accident of their 
not being received into the service should not tend 
to their prejudice or injury. ~ It is admitted that 
the companies were regularly enrolled; that they 
assembled at St. Louis; that they were paid for the 
neriod of time between their enlistment and their 
discharge, and that they obtained their bounty 
lands for this service, under the decision of At- 
torney General Crittenden. 

In view of all the circumstances of the case, 
the committee decide that the amount advanced 
by the Bank of Missouri, with interest thereupon, 
should be repaid to the bank, particularly as the 
money was advanced at the request of the Gov- 
ernor of the State, with the assurance that it 
should be promptly reimbursed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 3) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of War to furnish, in certain cases, verified copies 
of original papers, filed before the board for the 
examination of claims contracted in California 
under Lieutenant Colonel Frémont. It confers 
authority on the Secretary of War to furnish to 
the claimants, or their agents, verified copies of 
the original papers which have been filed as evi- 
dence of claims contracted in California under 
Lieutenant Colonel Fremont with the beard ap- 
pointed, agreeably to the requirements of the 
sixth section of the act of Congress making ap- 


of Washington and Oregon. 


On motion by Mr. WELLER, the message 


was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senate does not ap- 


pear to be engaged in anything of special interest; 
and as it is necessary that some executive busi- 


ness should be considered and disposed of, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


| of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and, after some time 
spent in executive session, the doors were re- 


opened. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of the purchasers of swamp lands from 
the States in which the same are situated; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Public Lands. 


CHARGES AGAINST NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
tion: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy communicate 
to the Senate all the correspondence to and from Captain 


I offer the following resolu- 


1] Charles Boarman, recently commanding the navy yard at 
| New York, touching the inspection of the steam frigate San 


propriations for the support of the Army for the | 


year ending June 30, 1853, approved August 31, 


1852, together with the opinions, in full, of the | 


board in cases where their opinions have been 
recorded. 
Mr. WELLER. It will be recollected, Mr. 


President, that the board which was originally 


organized to adjust the claims growing out of the | 


operations of Colonel Frémont in California, was 
discontinued at the last session of Congress; but 
no disposition was made of the papers in those 
cases. The claims which had been filed before 
the board were all turned over to the War De- 
partment. ‘The parties now desire to get certified 
copies of the papers relating to their claims, in 
order to prosecute them before the Court of 
Claims. 
simply to authorize the Secretary of War to fur- 
nish verified copies of the papers, in order that 
they may be presented to the Court of Claims. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The object of this joint resolution is | 


A message was received from the President of | 


the United States, by Mr. Wesster, his Secre- 


tary, announcing that he had approved and signed | 


the following bills of the Senate: 


An act to relieve the Commissioner of Pen- | 


Sions from the performance of certain clerical 
duties; and 


An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the bark Monmouth. 


INDIAN DISTURBANCES ON THE PACIFIC. 


A message in writing was also received from 
the President of the United States, which was 
laud before the Senate, in answer to a resolution 
of the 11th instant, transmitting documents from 
the War and Navy Departments, not heretofore 





Jacinto, at New York, on her late return from the West 


| Indies, via Key West; and any communication the De 


partment may have made to Commodore McCauley or 
Captain Stribling, of the Navy, (who commanded on board 


| that ship,) on the same subject. 


| resolution. 


I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
It calls for information which I desire 


| to obtain before the further discussion of the ac- 


tion of the late naval board. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


I also offer the following 


| resolution, and ask for its immediate considera- 


tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to furnish, as soon as practicable, to the Senate all reports, 
complaints, allegations, charges, aud specifications of 
charges preferred against Commodore G. J. Pendergrast, 


especially if any made by Lieutenant Wiiliam May, when 


said Pendergrast was in command of the United States 
steamship Saranac, on the Home station ; and to inform the 
Senate what action was had thereon by the Department, 
and if no action was had, the reason therefor. 

And that the Secretary of the Navy be further requested 
toinform the Senate of all complaints, charges, allegations, 
reports, and specifications of charges made against said 
G. J. Pendergrast, 8. F. Du Pont, John 8. Misroom, Sylva- 
nus Godon, and others, when serving as licutenants when 
on board the United States ship Olio, under the command 
of Commodore Isaac Hull, in or about the years 1838, 1839, 
1840, and 1841. And further, the Seeretary of the Navy is 
requested to inform the Senate whether these and other 
charges, reports, and allegations, with the correspondence 


| of the Navy Department thereon, against said Pendergrast 


Sa onapesetees a ane ——— 


and the aforesaid officers, were investigated by the naval 
retiring board assembled in June and July last, under an act 
of Congress approved February 28, 1855. 


mds 


Mr. MALLORY. Let the resolution lie over. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, February 21, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
In pursuance of the order of the House adopted 


Prayer 


| yesterday, Mr. Vait was appointed an additional 


member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
THE CHAPLAINCY. 

The SPEAKER. It has been ascertained, since 
the adjournment, that an error was committed in 
taking the vote on the question of the indefinite 
postponement of the further execution of the order 
of the House, that it proceed to the election of a 
Chaplain. The vote was declared—63 in the affirm- 
ative, and 57 in the negative. It should have been 
declared—57 in the affirmative, and 58 in the nega- 
tive; no quorum voting. The Chair is informed 
that the Journal has been made to correspond with 
the fact; and the question, therefore, now recurs 
on the motion to postpone indefinitely the further 
execution of the order of the House, that it pro- 
ceed to the election of a Chaplain. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As no quorum 
voted last evening previous to adjournment, the 
vote then taken falls, and the question comes up 
again on the motion to postpone. 
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The SPEAKER. So the Chair has stated. On 
| the motion to postpone indefinitely the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to in- 
troduce a bill of which I have given previous 
notice, in order that it may receive an appro- 
priate reference. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. It it be in order, I submit 
a motion, that the motion to postpone indefinitely 
be laid upon the table. , 

Mr. HOUSTON. That will carry the whole 
subject to the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the motion is not strictly in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If it would carry the whole 
subject to the table, 1 would not submit the 
mouon. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A MEMORIAL. 

Mr. GROW. Lam directed by the Committee 
on Territories to report back a memorial of the 
Legislature of New Mexico, asking an appro- 
priation for bridges over the Rio Grande, i 
was inappropriately referred to that committee; 
and to move thatit be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The memorial was referred as proposed. 

PROPOSITION FOR RECEPTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to make, this morning, the same proposition, but 
more specifically, that I submitted, and which 
was adopted on yesterday. It will be recollected 
that by general consent I then proposed that 
half an hour be devoted to the reception of bills 
of which previous notice had been given, and 
which would give rise to no debate. I submit the 
same proposition now, with this explanation: My 
motion, if adopted, is in its execution to embrace 
only those bills to which there are no objections, 
and of which previous notice has been given. If, on 
the statement of the title of a bill, any one member 
objects, the bill 1s to be considered as not having 
been presented, or at least as not. having been in- 
troduced. If this be doné, and the order executed 
in good faith, there will be introduced many bills, 
reference given to them, and work supplied to the 
committees. Ido notthink there can be any mis- 
understanding in regard to the matter. A ‘single 
objection is to prevent the introduction of a bill. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object to the proposition, 
and for the reason stated yesterday. The propo- 
sition was then made and agreed to; it was so 

lain that none of us feared misunderstanding; 
mut there was misunderstanding. I am con- 
strained, under the circumstances, to interpose 
my objection. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I think the understand- 
ing which | suggest is sufficiently explicit. 1 
also propose, which is only fair, that the call shall 
commence where it left off on yesterday. Bills are 
| to be introduced for reference, and reference only. 

|| The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
| proposition, It is, that one half hour be set apart 

tor the reception of bills, for reference only, of 
| which previous notice has been given, and which 
| will give rise to no debate; and that a single ob- 
jection precludes introduction. Does the Chair 
| correctly state the question? 

Mr. LETCHER. As I understood the Chair 
yesterday, he decided that when a gentleman was 

| upon the floor for the purpose of introducing a 
bill, no other gentleman could get it to make ob- 
|| jection, and that by calling for the previous ques- 
| tion the reference might be secured. I desire to 
| know whether I am in error in the statement. 
| The SPEAKER. ‘The decision of the Chair 
| was to this effect: A bill having been introduced 
| under the order, and read a first and second time, 
| and the question being on the reference, the gen- 
tleman who introduced it had the right to call for 
| the previous question. The decision was based 
| upon what the Chair understood to be the uni- 
form practice of the House in the analogous case 
| of resolutions. 
| Mr. LETCHER. If the proposition is to be 
| agreed to, I desire, for myself, as well as for 
| others on this side of the House, the privilege of 
|| objecting to bills when they are announced at the 
| Clerk’s table. 1 do not wish to be cut off because 
| a particular member happens to be upon the floor, 
‘| and has the mght to move the previous question, 
and thereby exclude all others. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s objection 
may be obviated by including in the proposition 
that the previous question shall not be moved. 


Mr. SAVAGE. I object to any proposition | 


which asks for an evasion of the rules of the 
House. lL object to the pending one: and I wish it 
to be now understood that I shall object to any of 
the same sort that may be presented in the future. 

Mr. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I have had the 
honor of serving in Congress for four years, and 
I have never known any instance where it was 
agreed to do business out of order that we were 
not involved in confusion, and business was not 
retarded; therefore, I give notice now that I shall, 
if | am in my seat, object at all times to any and 
all business whatever that is not strictly in order. 
If we proceed in accordance with our rules, | am 
sure that we can do a greater amount of business 
than in any other way. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the 
proposition of the setdileenesi from Arkansas. 
‘The question recurs on the motion to postpone 
indefinitely the order in relation to the election of 
a Chaplain. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to considerthe President’s 
annual message. 

Mr. PHELPS. That motion is not in order, 
for the order is, that we now proceed to the 
election of aChaplain; and until that is executed, 
no other business is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
ordered on the motion to postpone indefinitely; 
and, under the rules of the House, the Chair is 
of opinion the gentleman’s motion to go into 
committee is not ia order. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire to understand dis- 
tinctly what is to be the effect of my vote on this 
motion to postpone indefinitely. Suppose the 
motion is agreed to, would there then subsist the 


order of the House under which the daily sessions | 


have been, and are now, opened by prayer? I 
s . ¥ ' s 

am appre d to the election of a Chaplain, pro- 

vided we can, as now, have our daily sessions 


NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Bell, Hendley 8. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Brenton, Burlingame, John P. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cox, Cullen, Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Evans, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Granger, J. Morrison Har- 


| ris, Harrison, Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kel- 


sey, Knapp, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Killian Miller, Millson, Nor- 


| ton, Orr, Parker, Pennington, Perry, Phelps, Pike, Porter, 


Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Rob- 
ison, Shorter, Simmons, Stanton, Swope, Trafton, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watkins, and Woodruff—65. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL stated that Mr. 
Wacker had paired off with Mr. Tyson. 

Mr. STUART stated that he was outside the 
bar when his name was called. If he had been 
within the bar, he should have voted ay. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, made the same 
statement. 


Mr. SHORTER stated that he voted in the 


| negative for the purpose of moving to reconsider. 


The result was then announced, asabove stated. 

Mr. SHORTER. I move that the vote just 
taken, by which the House refused indefinitely 
to postpone, be reconsidered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the motion 


| to reconsider upon the table. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Task for inform- 


ation; if the motion to reconsider is laid upon the 


table, what will be the next business in order ? 
The SPEAKER. It will be the execution of 
the order of the House for the election of Chap- 


| Jain. 


Mr. RITCHIE. I ask for tellers upon the 
motion to lay on the table. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ritcutre 


| and SHorter were appointed. 


opened with prayer by the clergy of this District, 


each in his turn. 

The SPEAKER. The order adopted by the 
House in the early part of the session would still 
subsist. 

Mr. FLORENCE. To open our daily sessions 
with prayer is an act of volition with the clergy 
of this District; we have no assurance that they 
wil continue to do as they have done. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, The existing arrange- 
ment is a good one. The Speaker decides that, 
if the pending motion be adopted, that order will 
subsist. 1 shall, therefore, vote for the motion 
to postpone. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There is upon the Speak- 
er’s table a joint resolution from the Senate asking 
for a concurrent vote of this House to elect Chap- 
lains, to alternate each week or day, as may be 
agreed upon; and, if the motion to postpone 
indefinitely be carried, the question will come up 
again on the adoption of that resolution. But 
suppose this order is indefinitely postponed, what 
assurance have we that we shall in the future, as 
we have had heretofore, have our daily sessions 


opened with prayer? And what assurance have | 


we that, at the end of the session, a resolution 
will not be introduced —it is more than probable 
there will be a resolution introduced—giving to 
each of these gentlemen compensation ? 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I know it is not; but, in- 


asmuch as the gentleman from North Carolina | 
asked a question, I supposed I might be indulged | 


in an answer. 
The question was then taken on the motion to 


postpone indefinitely; and it was decided in the | 


negative—yeas 63, nays 65; as follows: 


_ YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Bil- | 
linghurst, Bliss, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, Caruthers, | 


Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Dickson, Dowdell, English, Etheridge, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Foster, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus 
Hall, Thomas L. Harris Holloway, Houston, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Knight, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Samuel 8. Marshall, McMullin, Smith Miller, Morriil, 
Moit, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Pelton aay, Ruffin, 


Rust, Sabin, Savage, Scott, Seward, Sherman, William 
Smith, er, Stephens, Stranahan, Taylor, Thurston, 
Wade, Wakeman i 


illiams, Winslow. Daniel B. Wright 
and John V. Wright—63, Pe night, 


| 


Mr. SMITH. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLORIZNCE. A number of gentlemen 
all around the House seem to desire to have a 
direct vote onthe motion to reconsider. I donot 
understand the philosophy of the request, but I 
will accede to it, and withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I renew the motion. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I demand the yeasand nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and.it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 66, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Brenton, Bnarlingame, John P. 


| Campbell, Lewis D. Campbeil, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, 


Comins, Cox, Cullen, Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Evans, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gran- 
ger, J. Morrison Harris, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Woward, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knox, Kunkel§ 
Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Killian Miller, Millson, Morrill, Norton, Orr, Parker, Pel- 
ton, Pike, Porter, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Traf- 


| ton, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellinu B. Washburne, I[srael 


Washburn, Watkins, and Woodruff— 66, 

NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Henry ‘Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bliss, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawtord, Da- 


| vidson, Dowdell, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, 


Flagler, Foster, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Hughston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Knight, Letcher, Lindley, 


| Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, MeMullin, Smith Miller, 


Mott, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Savage, Scott, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, William Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, 


| Stranahan, Taylor, Thurston, Wade, Wells, Williams, 


Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—61. 
So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 


i! table. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. SHERMAN stated that Mr. Sapp and 
Mr. Kipwext had pafred off from yesterday morn- 
ing until the 28th instant. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. ORR. I move that when the House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr.FLAGLER. 1 demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

"he motion to adjourn over was then agreed to. 


THE CHAPLAINCY—AGAIN. 
_ The Clerk then read the list of gentlemen put 
in nomination for the chaplaincy, as follows: 


Rey. Byron Sunderland, Rev. Daniel Waldo, 

Rey. Robert D, Marris, Rev. Thomas H. Stockton, 
Rev. David T. Doggett, Rev. William Hodges, 
Rev. William Patten Rey. J. @, Butler, 


I call for tellers upon 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


I 


| few days since, the Rev. William Moseley, of 





February 21, 


Rev. William G. Baldwin, 
, 





Rey. A. J. Caruthers, 

Rey. Thomas Fisher, Rev. Mark Trafton, 

Rev. William Moseley, Rev. Freneh 8. Evans, 

Mr. TRAFTON. With very many thanks to 
the gentleman who so kindly nominated me ;, 
the chaplaincy during my absence, I must bec “ 
decline the honor he intended, and therefore with. 
draw my name. 

Mr. LEITER. A few days since I was jp. 
formed by Mr. Davis, of Maryland, that he had 
been requested to withdraw the name of the Rey 
French 8S. Evans. Mr. Davis is absent, and at 
his request fF now withdraw the name of \- 
Evans. 

Mr. SHORTER. I placed in nomination, a 
Georgia. Idid so without his knowledge or coy. 
sent. He isa member of the primitive Baptist 
church of that State, and is opposed to the election 


|of Chaplains in Congress under any circum. 


_ vote of this House, I am satis 


stances. I make this statement in order that he 
may not appear before the country in a false po- 
sition. If he were elected by the unanimous 

fod that he would 
decline the honor. But, nevertheless, as he js 
conspicuous in the States of Georgia and Alabama 
for his opposition to the Know Nothing party 
there, isd knowing his position upon this ques. 


_ tion, [ shall not take the liberty to withdraw his 


| 
| 








name, as I intend to vote for him as a compliment 


| to the church of which he is a member. 


Mr. GRANGER. I would inquire if the name 
of Mr. Waldo was read as one of the nominees? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. GRANGER. I wish to say that he is old, 


| but every way competent for the service. He has 
| been for seventy years a member of the Congre- 


gational church, without spot or blemish, and 
** stilllives,’’ able and willing to serve his country 
in his profession. : 

Mr. McMULLIN. I took the liberty, a few 
days since, of presenting the name of William G 


| Baldwin, as a candidate for the chaplaincy. Iam 
_not prepared to say that I was authorized to do 
| so, but [ know him to be an honest man anda 
| gentleman; and if the House see fit to elect him, 
| he will give us good prayers and short prayers. 


Mr. SEWARD. I think we can narrow down 


| this question, if gentlemen will continue to with- 


draw the names of candidates, especially such as 
have been put in nomination without authority 
If members will do that, we shall get through 
quicker. 

The Speaker then appointed as tellers Messrs, 
Ritcure, Wooprvrr, Ruan, and Eneisu. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
postpone this matter indefinitely ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, as the Honse has 


already refused to do so. 


Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 


| postpone it for a week? 


The SPEAKER. It is in order to move to 
postpone to a day certain. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I move to postpone 
it until the 4th of March, 1857. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an in- 
definite postponement. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, then, until the 3d 
of March, 1857; and I desire to say in this con- 
nection that this whole affair seems manifestly 


to be a farce, in the estimation of members. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. Upon the motion of 


the gentleman from Virginia, I wish to submit 
this observation, that however farcical this thing 


may appeer to him,-it seems to me to be a very 
solemn sort of proceeding. I have no doubt, 
Mr. Speaker, that we are now in the performance 


of aduty which good morals and the sense of the 


country will sustain us in. I supposed, after we 
had refused to postpone indefinitely, and the 
House had refused to reconsider that vote, that 
we should have gone on to an election; but the 
motion now made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, to postpone to a day certain—which is the 
day before the adjournment of this Congress 
under the Constitution—shows that we are to 
have a contest upon this subject, as long as the 
rules of order will permit the gentleman to make 
a contest. Now in order that we may accelerate 
and expedite the business of the House, I move 
to lay the motion to postpone toa day certain 
upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky withdraw that motion for a moment? 
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Wr. MARSHALL. No, sir. 





My colleague [Mr. Lercuer} has adverted to 


Mr. LETCHER. I merely wish to say a || the practice in the State of Virginia. . That prac- 


word in reply. 
Mr. MARSHALL, 
gentleman will say. 


what I want to say. 


Mr. MARSHALL. Well, I cannot withdraw | 


the motion. 


Mr. LETCHER. I wish to allude to facts 


tucky, 1 will not press it. 


Mr. MARSHALL. I will withdraw the mo- | 


tion. 
Mr. LETCHER. It has never been the cus- 


tom of the Legislature of the State in which I 


. . . | 
reside to elect a Chaplain to open its procecdings | 


with prayer. It has been the custom of the Le- 
gislature of that State, for a series of years, to 
invite the ministers of the city of Richmond, and 
such ministers from the country as happen to be 
visiting in the city of Richmond, to come in each 
morning and open the sessions with prayer. That 
system has been found to work well, and has 
civen satisfaction. Now, sir, | understand, so 


Lcan imagine what the | 


Mr. LETCHER. No, sir, you cannot imagine | 





faras the ministers of the city of Washington | 
are concerned, that they do not desire to be | 


elected to the chaplaincy; that they are per- | 


fectly willing to come here and officiate as the 
ministers of the State of Virginia do at Rich- 
mond. I think if that course is pursued it will 
be much more likely to give satisfaction to the 


members of this House, composed as they are of | 
all shades of religious cast, and some having no | 


religion at all. (Laughter. ] 
Now, sir, I do not desire to see this thing con- 
fined to any one where it can be effected in this 


way, which seems to me more acceptable, and | 


which we have tried for a period of some months 
to general satisfaction, andI am sure to the satis- 
faction of my friend from Kentucky. 
had our sessions opened here with prayer alter- 


nately by the ministers of the various religious | 


denominations of this city. Well, now, if that 
system can be continued, why should we under- 


take to place here a minister of - particular 


religious denomination as the Chaplain of this 
House ? 

Then, besides, Mr. Speaker, when I spoke of 
this thing as being farcical, I alluded to the fact, 
that just preceding this election there seemed to 
be none of that solemnity connected with it which 
my friend from Kentucky has referred to. And 
so far as the solemnity spoken of is concerned, I 
think my friend, from the manner in which he 
addressed the House, seemed to be about as 
much ** put to”? to conceal that it was farcical, 
as [ am to show that it is. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do not rise for the 
ea of making any speech on this question, 
yut I desire simply to suggest to the members of 
the House, whether it would not be good policy 
just to try the experiment of calling on the 
preachers of this city to officiate alternately at that 
desk? Iask the House, with confidence, whether 
the experiment, so far as we have tried it, has not 
worked well? And if it has, why should there be 
any objection to try it during this session? If it 
be found by further experience that the plan does 
not answer the purpose designed, the oie can 
at any moment, whenever it is impressed with the 
conviction that it is neeessary to elect a Chaplain, 
proceed to do so; there can be no difficulty in car- 
rying out that necessity. The proposition to have 
ministers of the various religious denominations 
of this city officiate alternately, is evidently one 
entitled to favorable consideration. That there 
should be an unbecoming solicitation on the part 
of those who undertake to teach the law and the 
prophets, for payment from this House, is, I think, 
calculated to have a most painful impression; 
but I think that that idea will be effectually re- 
pelled by the course proposed, of applying to the 
clergymen of this city to officiate alternately. 

ut that is not all: I think I can say, with abso- 
lute confidence, that the ministers of this city will 
cheerfully — this duty, and that they will 
refuse to allow themselves to be placed before this 

ouse at the closing scenes of the session for 
allowance for their services. Such an insinuation 


18 & gross reflection upon those who undertake to 
teach us. . 





We have | 








tice has continued for years, and I am happy to 
be able to say that not the first intimation has 
ever been made of a desire on their part to receive 
the slightest compensation for such services as 
they render. I beg the House—whatever may 
have been the past experience on this subject, 
whatever may be the particular views of members 


||in reference to taking chance to elect a friend to 
showing the operation of the practice in Virginia, | 
where no Chaplain is elected at all; but, in con- | 
sideration of the gravity of nry friend from Ken- | 


the office of Chaplain—to consider whether it is 
not eminently proper that we should continue the 
system for the rest of the session, so as to test 
the utility and wisdom of the system. which we 
have acted on ever since we assembled here in the 
month of December ? 

Mr. MILLSON. It is perhaps fortunate that 
the American people are not accustomed to judge 
of dangers to the Union from the amount of ex- 
citementin the Halls of Congress. If they were, 
sir, they might be led to suppose that all our in- 
stitutions were now in imminent danger; for | 
confess I have seldom seen so much excitement 
on this floor as seems to have been produced by 
the attempt to elect an humble Chaplain. Sir, this 
usage of electing a Chaplain is coeval with our 
Government; it was even anterior to our Con- 
stitution. It has been adopted by every succes- 
sive Congress from the earliest to the present day; 
and I will not take the responsibility of being 

| the first to depart from it. 
| My colleague (Mr. Letcner] has adverted to 
the usage of the Virginia Legislature; but why 
should we forget or disregard our own usages? 
The practice of our own body is a more proper 
subject of consideration in determining what we 
ought todo. Though I am sometimes charged, 
| Mr. Speaker,—I beg pardon for appearing ego- 
tistical_— with being, perhaps, the strictest con- 
structionist in Congress, yet, sir, f confess that it 
never once occurred to my mind that the election 
of a Chaplain was in any respect a violation of 
our sacred Constitution. How far are these ob- 
jections to be carried? Gentlemen object to what 
they call the union of Church and State. Who, 
sir, would more object to it than myself? But 
let them be consistent in their objections. If it 
should please God to take from the world one of 
the members of this body, | suppose those gen- 
tlemen who are objecting to the appointment of 
a Chaplain, on the ground that it is to that extent 
a union of Church and State, will insist that the 
body of our deceased brother should be interred 
without any religious services, because it is not 
competent to connect the public Treasury with the 
administration in any sort of religious offices. 
And, to be still further consistent, they should 
at once introduce a resolution into this House, 
requiring the Librarian of Congress to expose to 
public auction all books now in the library rela- 
| ting in any degree to religion—the various editions 
of the Bible among them—on the ground that 
it was an abuse of our authority to expend the 
money of the people in the purchase of books 
| which were in any manner connected with reli- 
| gion. Sir, I hope that this contest, after so many 
expressions of the will of the majority of this 
House, will at length be stopped. Have we no 
respect for the ancient usages of the country? 
| Why question the need, why ask the necessity, 
| of having a Chaplain? I think I can perceive an 
obvious propriety in it, even if there were not a 
necessity. 

If this matter has been made a farce, as gentle- 
| mén say, by whom has it been made so? There 
| are some of us, I trust, who are not disposed to 

connect farcical associations with the administra- 
tion of the duties of the chaplaincy. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, (interrupting.) I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Virginia, whether there 

| is not a resolution now in force in this House 
inviting the resident clergy of the city to appear 
here daily and open our sessions with prayer? 
| And, in obedience to that resolution, have not the 
| clergy of the city regularly appeared in this Hall 


| and opened our sessions with prayer during the | 


| present sessioné 

| I desire to say further, that I have uniformly 

| voted against all motions to elect a Chaplain, not 

| intending thereby to commit myself in opposition 
to the practice of opening the sessions of the 


| tion of a regular Chaplain to officiate for us, when 
| our sessions would otherwise be opened as they 


LOBE. 


House with prayer, but in opposition to the elec- ] 
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have thus farbeen. It is with that view, with that 
feeling, that I have thus voted. Now, sir, lam 








| gratified to have the ministers of the Gospel ap- 


pear here every morning and make prayer. Under 
the resoluuion of the gentleman from Alabama, 


| sitting immediately before me, [Mr. Dowpent,} 


the clergy of the city have appeared regularly 
since the commencement of the session, and, as I 
understand, will continue to appear and open 
our sessions if a regular Chaplain is not elected. 
{ prefer this arrangement, and therefore have 
voted against regular elections. | ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia, whether, if we do not go into 
arecular election, we shall not continue to have 
prayers every morning as we have had hereto- 
| fore? 

It is not my purpose, in voting as I have done 
upon this question, to be understood as being op- 
posed to the long-established custom of — 
our deliberations each day with prayer, but to 
manifest, in the most forcible manner, my utter 
dislike to the system of electioneering which seems 
to prevail in regard to the election of a Chaplain. 
I am in favor of the system of alternating, pro- 
vided for in the rule which was adopted in the 
| early part of the session, and which has proved to 
| work so well up to the present time. Lsee no reason 
to change it; for in that course we have each morn- 
ing the Divine blessing invoked, and at the same 
time avoid the objections raised by so many good 
and worthy men, whose opinions I respect. I 
felt that the remarks of the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Mituson| might make the 
impression that those of us who had voted for the 
postponement were opposed to the opening of each 
session of this House with prayer, and thought 
it due to many gentlemen voting with me,as well 
as to myself, to set this matter right. I thank 
my friend from Virginia for the opportunity which 
| he has so kindly given me of being heard upon 
the subject. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia can answer the question as well as Lean, He 
knows a resolution has been adopted inviting the 
gratuitous services of ministers of the Gospel 
here. But, sir, ] am noticing the objections that 
have been made to the system; I am answering 
objections urged by my colleague [Mr. Letcuer] 
and others, in reference to the merits of the sys- 
| tem at large; but I may say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp,] that some of the ob- 
jections that have been made will apply as well 
to the resolution that has been adopted as to the 
election of a permanent Chaplain. 

But, sir, I should defeat my own object, which 
| is to bring this matter to a speedy clage, if | were 
| to go into an extended discussion of this ques- 
tion. Ido not desire to dothat; I rose meodly to 
submit avery few observations. At the time the 
gentleman from Georgia interrupted me I was 
making some remarks in reply to my colleagues, 
{[Messrs. Lercuer and Smira,| who wish to 
know why this farce should continue.” I have 
said that this Was a usage that 1 would not be 
among the first toabolish., I believe it is a usage 
that has prevailed throughout Christendom, and 
I will not consent to go now into a discussion as 
| to any necessity for it. I, sir, have a veneration 
for ancient usages, when they are not wrong in 
| themselves. . 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to inquire of my col- 
| league, whether he says I stated that | was op- 
| posed to having our sessions opened with prayer ? 

Mr. MILLSON. I did not say so. 

Mr. LETCHER. I so understood my col- 
league. 1 will state exactly what my position is 
in this matter. We have had prayers here, I 
believe, every morning since the commencement 
of the session; and I should prefer to have them 
alternately by ministers of different denomina- 
tions, than to have them every morning by a min- 
ister of any one denomination. Gentlemen have 
these two propositions before them, between 
which to choose: to have alternately the services 
of the clergy of the city, of different denomina- 
tions, or to have the services of one man regu- 
larly elected as Chaplain. 
the former. 

Mr. MILLSON. I imputed no such wish to 
my colleague as he has indicated. What! meant 
to say was, that the argument of my colleague, 

Mr. Letcuer,]and of my colleague on my right, 





} es Smitru,] would apply as well to the gratul- 


\ tous services of clergymen, such as we have had 


le tlachet tte ane =a 


For myself, I prefer 








ution some time ago adopted by the | L 
under the resolution ae P y ; Campbell, Comins, Orr, Stanton, Stewart, Trafton, and 


House, as to a permanent chaplaincy. 

But, sir, | was saying, why should we discuss 
the necessity of this thing? It may be that the 
old shade tree which has stood for centuries 1s 
not of great intrinsic value, but where is the man 
who would say, ‘*Cut it down?’ True, it ma 
be of questionable utility, but it is associated with 
all the recollections of the homestead, and who 
would give it over to the woodman’s ax? It may 
be, that there was no original necessity that the 
first annual message sent by the President to the 
first Congress should contain an acknowledgment 
of our dependence upon a Supreme Power, but 


— $$. -—____ -——— 


For Mr. Stockton—Messrs. Benson, Bingham, Lewis D. 


Israe] Washburn. 


For Mr. Fisher—Messrs. Bell, John P. Campbell, Wil- || 
| liamson R. W. Cobb, Evans, Foster, Alexander K. Mar- 


shall, and Porter. 
For Mr. Sunderland—Messrs. Branch, Holloway, How- 
ard, Knapp, Killian Miller, Norton, Stranahan, and Wake- 


/ man. 
For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Allen, Cadwalader, Florence, || 


Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, and Winslow. 
For Mr. Butler—Messrs. Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Brenton, Robert B. Hall, Kunkel, Leiter, and Quitman. 


For Mr. Hodges—Messrs. Clawson, Dick, Kennett, Pen- | 


nington. Robbins, and Vail. 
Tor Mr. Moseley—Messrs. Crawford, Sampson W. Har- 


ris, Lumpkin, Smith Miller, Shorter, and Taylor. i 
| For Mr. Caruthers—Messrs. Cullen, Parker, and Wat- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| having received a majority of the votes cant, Whe 
| duly elected Chaplain of the House for the first 











session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

Mr.STEPHENS. I move that there be taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and put on its passage 
the joint resolution from the Senate “ for the 
appointment of regents to fill the vacancies in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Instity. 
tion. 

There being no objection, the resolution wag 


‘taken up, and read a first and second time by its 
- title. ; 


It was then read in extenso. It provides 
that the vacancies occasioned in the class ‘ othor 





where is the President who would now depart | kins. 3 than members of Congress,” by the resignation 2 
om Ge comener ' For Miss Brown—Messrs. Mott, Nichols, and Spinner. |, of Rufus Choate, and the death of J. McPherson cs 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (interrupting. ) My For Mr. Lawyer—Messrs. Henry Bennett and Ilughston. ‘ 


For Mr. Hildt—Messrs. Greenwood and Pearce. 


| Berrien, be filled by the appointment of George 
For Mr. Ruter—Mr. English. | 


colleague ascribed to me a disposition not to have _E. Badger, of North Carolina, and Cornelius €. th 


yrayers at the opening of our daily sessions. 
Tens sir, every portion of my remarks directly 
assumed that we were to have them; but, sir, I 
prefer to continue the voluntary system, rather 
than to adopt the hireling system. 

Mr. MILLSON. Well, sir, I do not care to be 
making experiments always, and in all matters 
J think there are some things so sacred by usage, 
and by the approbation of the whole people, as to 
be entided to exemption from these rash experi- 
ments. 

The gentleman wants the experiment tried as 
to the comparative efficacy of mercenary prayers, 


For Mr. Conway—Mr. Morrill. 
For Mr. Giddings—Mr. Brooks. 


Mr. DAVIDSON (when his name was called) | 


stated that he declined to vote. 


Mr. HOLLOWAY stated that Mr. Autsricut 


was detained from the House in consequence of | 


indisposition. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL stated that, in order to 
facilitate an election, he would change his vote 
from Mr. Fisher to Mr. Waldo. 

After the result had been announced, 

Mr, A.K. MARSHALL submitted the follow- 


ing resolution: 


Felton, of Massachusetts. The resolution wag 


then ordered to a third reading, was read a third 


time, and passed. 


PAPERS FOR THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I offer the following 
resolution: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 


| transmit to the Court of Claims, on the application of the 


clerk of said court, the papers in his office in any case that 
is now or may be hereafter pending in such court, taking 


| a receipt therefor. 


The resolution does away with the necessity 
for asking leave for the withdrawal of — in 


as he may please to consider them, and of gratu- Resolved, That Daniel Waldo be, and he hereby is, declared || = Tene ‘, aoe = bog be I Opte d. ‘ 
jtous or voluntary offices. I know, sir, it is | duly elected Chaplain of the House of Representatives for || +47: OS Mats & OOOCS SO tae Fesoluon. ' 
fashionable to sneer at the clerical profession, || the first session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. || Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will 
because of their willingness—because, if you The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is ne- || aes Se one ee aaron rere Fe Te he 
iy ir ’ “CPlVe ACE Ave : © : i] t = D * 
please, of their desire—to receive a decent or even | cessary to the introduction of the resolution, || Myr. HOUSTON 1 will state my objection. If 
comfortable ae and they rarely do more Several Members objected. | iets seeadiiellibaiiataes diet y, bd} 1 ion. | 
than this. ‘hy, Mr. Speaker, they are men; Mr.DUNN. Mr. Speaker, the claim of Fran- || Pt oe Ag Seg a "Thee inn 
they have the wants of other men, and they || cis Vigo is pending in the Court of Claims, and | eas ™ ocioasl ‘a et - be. st ae , 
must be compensated for their services as other | there are on the files of the House papers which | p nciple i wot * lat oug ooked to | 
men are. If you wish them to have leisure to || are needed in evidence; and I now ask that leave || oo o hi . ie " “ Seed i 
devote themselves to the acquisition of theo- } be granted for their withdrawal, for reference to | claims before this 0 y- understan there isa 


logical information, they must depend upon the 
contributions of others for their support; and I 
think it is not in good taste to sneer at them be- 
cause of their willingness to receive a compensa- 
tion which is often inadequate for the services 
they are appointed to render. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not rise to debate 
this question, but for the purpose of terminating 
the debate upon it. [ move the previous question. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the motion 
to —_—— upon the table. 


provision in the law ereating the court, not only 
giving it jurisdiction in the three classes of cases 
specified, but ** of all such cases as may be com- 
‘| mitted to the court by either House of Congress,” 
Now, sir, if that general jurisdiction exists in 
the law, as [ think it does, from the very slight 
/examination which I have been able to make, I 
shall object to conferring jurisdiction upon that 
court in this general broadcast way. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution pro- 
| poses that upon the pene of the clerk of the 
1 


| that court. 

| ‘There was no objection; and it was ordered 
|| accordingly. 

| Mr. CLINGMAN. I objectto everything else 


than the regular order of business. 
SECOND VOTE FOR CHAPLAIN. 


The House then proceeded to vote viva voce a | 
second time for Chaplain, with the following re- 
sult: Whole number of votes cast, 127; necessary 
to a choice, 64; of which 


a first time for Chaplain for the present session, 
with the following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 129; necessary to a choice, 65; of which— 


: pig ; that is the reason I objected to the resolution of 
The following is the vote in detail: | the eendleman from [iliacis 
ge , 


For Mr. Waldo — Messrs. Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- | 


‘he question was taken; and the motion to || Rey. Daniel Waldo received........... dc eee ee Court of Claims to the Clerk of this House for 
postpone was laid on the table. Rev. William G. Baldwin.............+ vessechs...25 || Papers, in all cases now pending before that court, 
Mr. DOWDELL. I ask that the preamble | Rev: D. t. Doggett 5 side Neen rensicna tine saan neeeis 12. || or which shall hereafter be pending before it, the 
and resolutions under which the daily sessions of i ont Bree mane terroe tetencentransapanectes : 1 es ee ueton ts oe: ul lati 

the House have been opened with prayer, may be || Rev. Byron Sunderland ........... wos ie éssiectad SG FF. FAVUOLUENe | & Wil Deer Lae resounn 
read. \\ Rev. Robert D), MOrtisseseveeseses cesses sees senses 2 | at aye ister 4 = ta 0 to that 
‘TINGMAN | Res Ne Coie 55 skne sence nwenennincnes’ | court of anything not included within the express 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I object. ‘ | Rev. Miss Antoinette L. Brown......ccccosseccsces | isl é oe izing P 
The House the neded to vote viva voce || provisions of the law organizing that court; and 

e rlouse then proceded to vote viva voce 1 Hon. Sonus Ro GIGGiINGs. 6 5 oi occ secs cscosses ieee 1 — : 

| 


If it does not con- 





linghurst, Bliss, Burlingame, John P, Campbell, Lewis D. oe oo vee [will or my objection. 
ae: Dantad Webbe rectived «.«....« s ceceeeceeeeee 23 || Campbell, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Cox, Cullen, Cum- | he resolution was again read. 
Rev. William G. Baldwin ...ccoocccecccccccescceccld | back, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Flagler, Florence, | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am as much 
i eR ins conennsehchbenen apn ccheenge Is |i dane oe. on J. eng ne o— evi ] opposed as the gentleman from Alabama, or any 
Rev. William Patten........ SERDEA AG aA be4ke SSK oswks | son, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston > ivi ‘lal 
Rev. T. H. Stockton........000 edeiasedecsess oven Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, | eee “tl eae, eo pad 7 ne 
Rev. Thomas Fisher....«.«.«.ss. wccecteseeceecess 8 || Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Morrill, Nich- || JUtSdiction by the mere reference to it of papers. 
Kev. Byron Sunderland......+...++ +++ ce eas we. 8 || Ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- 1 ut, if I understand that resolution, I do not 
Rev. R. D. Morris..... Ea bicchnis Gabansee aw oy eee Purviance, pende, ERCes, Pannen, 1 think that, by reference of papers under it, any 
SUR cao cc, cacveccnsecsentss fe naeeeas . 7 || Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Scott, Sherman, Stanton, Swope, || se cdiction j a f : 
Rev. William Hodges............ 056. vectws vecseee 6 || Thurston, Tratton, Vail, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu } eee » eee ras ye the Court of Claims. D 
Rev. William Moseley............ 006. acerca’ B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Williams, and || hey obtain jurisdiction when the case is origin- 
et eR nictcn dncartebtion dakiinkes . 3 || Woodrutt. || ally carried there; and the court decides the ques- 
Rev. Migs A. L. Brown..... pAneGAn Seer ereegnesons : sae ay ey oe ee a || tion of jurisdiction, not upon the papers given to 

OY, that II an cd anacccse ccs cccceses ces eesee 2 || nett, Caskie, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Elliott, English, | ; : 

Rev. —— Hilde. HFK. bite owe eceseccesesesecseses 2 || Foster, Greenwood, Jewett, Letcher, Lindley, MecMullin, \| the clerk under that resolution, but upon the case 
BOe. CG. Wee Rae ciesciscsciacse ccceteccscccscerccss A outside of this resolution. This resolution is 


| Smith Miller, Orr, Phelps, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, | 
| 


| 
Wiliam Smith, Stewart, Watkins, Winslow, and Daniel \| merely to give to the clerk of that. court 
| B. i, . | 


} | 
| For Mr. Doggett—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Boyce, Dowdell, | 


ROv. ——— CONWBY occccoccccscccscsscccceccsesosese A 
Hon. Joshua R. Giddings........... 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Waldo—Messrs. Billinghurst, Burlingame, Col- 
fax, Cox, Cumback, Dickson, Dodd, Flagler,Granger, Grow, || 
‘Thomas RK. Horton, Kelsey, Knox, Humphrey Marshail, 
Perry, Reade, Scott, Sherman, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 

hitha B. Washburne, and Williams. " 

Por Mr. Baldwin—Messrs. Caskie, Clingman, Craige, 
Elitott, Houston, Jewett, Letcher, Samuel 8. Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, Phetps, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, William Smith, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Doggett—Mesars. Aiken, Boyce, Dowdell, Eth- 
eridge, Faulkner, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Kelly, Mill- 
eon, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Puryear, Robison, 

| 


apers 
when he calls for them, to be used ina ease already 
|, Etheridge, Faulkner, Thomas L. Harris, Kelly, Millson, | pending in the court before he shall apply for the 
}, Mordecai Oliver, Puryear, and Seward. || papers. , 
|| _ For Mr. Moseley— Messrs. Sampson W. Harris, Houston, || Ir. RICHARDSON. That is all. : 
Lumpkin, Shorter, Taylor, and John V. Wright. | Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw my objection 

| 

} 

| 


For Mr. Stockton—Messrs. Bingham, Brenton, Comins, The resolution was then agreed to 


and Watson. 
“ For a ny Tra Williamson R. W. Cobb, | LEWIS BENEDICT. 
| Sugnahan,and Wakeman» ach and Cadwalader || ._ Mr- MILLER, of New York. Task the unan- 
| Fer Mr. Petten—Mesere. Chaffee and Pike. imous consent of the House, that House bill, No. 
| For Miss Brown—Mr. Spinner. 722, together with the petition of Lewis Benedict 
| For Mr. Giddings—Mr. Brooks. and the accompanying documents and papers re- 
| Pending the call of the roll, ferred to the Court of Claims under the general 
y order of the 3d of March, 1853, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Court of Claims, and that the 


Mr. FLORENCE said: Mr. Speaker, I give up 

my personal preference, and, that there may be | 
same be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. _ 
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Seward, and Stephens. . 
For Mr. Patten—Messrs. Bliss, Chaffee, Dean, Dunn, 


Mace, Pelton, Pike, Simmons, Thurston, Wells, and || 0 election, vote for Mr. Waldo. 


The Speaker then declared that Daniel Waldo, 
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1856. 
can make that order. 
by the court. 

“The SPEAKER. 
order will be granted. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I suppose it must be done | 


I object. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Ido not intend to 
detain the House long. Iam sorry the gentle- 
man from Mississippi |Mr. Quirman] who intro- 
duced a resolution yesterday authorizing the 
Committee on Military Affairs to employ a clerk, 
js not in his seat. I moe when I make a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which that resolution 
was adopted, that the House will not consider me 
captious in reference to the allowance of clerks to 
the different committees, because lam aware that 
there are committees of this House which need 
aud ought to have clerks, while there are other | 
committees Which do not need them, and there- 
fore ought not to be allowed any. ‘The commit- 
we of which [am a member—the Committee on | 
Public Lands—can do withouta clerk, unless they 
want one to do what the clerk of that committee 
did last session, and that is to puff us into notice. 
That was the principal business of the clerk of 
that committee at the last session of Congress, 
and J do not know whether or not he succeeded 
in that. 

| do not propose now to interfere with the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Wasusern,] authorizing the Committee of Elec- | 
tions to employ a clerk; but I will read that res- 
olution, and then the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Quirman,] 
and submit the question to the House, whether 
there is not something wrong in them? I am far | 
from saying, that there was any intentional wrong 
on the part of the gentlemen who presented them, | 
but I do say that the resolutions will bear a con- 
struction which the House did not intend should 
be put upon them when they voted for them. 
Under the phraseology of the resolutions, | am 
satisfied that the clerks appointed under them | 
will get, upon the start, their four dollars a day, 
and the two hundred and fifty dollars extra com- | 
pensation allowed to the clerks at the close of last 
session. I will now read both resolutions, and 
see if the House will not construe them as I do. | 
The first resolution is that offered by the gentle- 
man from Maine, and is as follows: 


* Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be authorized 
to appoint a clerk, at the usual compensation.”’ 


That resolution is not so broad in its terms as 
the one to which I first referred, and in reference 
to which I intend to move a reconsideration. 


Mississippi reads thus: 
“ Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 


authorized to employ a clerk, at the same compensation 
allowed at the last session of Congress.”? 


What was that compensation, I ask the House? 
How does the House understand it? I know how 
they did understand it when they passed the res- | 


Vr. CLINGMAN.. I donot think the House Il of the em) loyment of clerks, I will 


If there is no objection, the || 
| day. 


—y 


the time the clerks to the committees were paid | 
four dollars a day, the pay of the clerks of the 
House was $1,500 a year, or about four dollars a 
La 

Then, when clerks were pany es at the 


| usual compensation, it was at four dollars a day. 
CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 1] 


Since that time the pay of the clerks of the House 
hasbeen increased, and they now receive $1,800 
a year. Now, when a resolution is adopted at 
this session, authorizing the employment of clerks 
at the usual compensation, I take it, that it will 


| be construed as at the compensation which the 


clerks of the House are receiving at the present 
time—at the rate of $1,800 a year. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Coss] will be entered. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the petition and papers of Morris Powers, 


for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CLINGMAN, by unanimous consent, in 


pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill to 


amend and explain an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Navy,’ approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1855; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committce 
on Naval Affairs. 
COMMUNICATION FROM THE TREASURY. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ihave in my hand 


,a communication from the Treasury Department, 


in reference to the marine hospital at Galena, 
Illinois. I ask that it may be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

lt was so ordered. 

STATUTES AT LARGE. 

Mr. SIMMONS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That each member of the House be furnished, 
by the publishers, with a copy of the tenth volume of the 
Statutes at Large; and that the preceeding volumes be fur- 


nished to those members who have not already received 
them. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 
Mr. CARUTHERS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill, of which previous notice had 
been given; which was read a first and second 


|| time by its title, as follows, and referred to the 


Committee on Commerce: 

A bill to appropriate the sum of one hundred 
and fifty heated dollars for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi river between 


/ ¢ : y | St. Louis and New Orleans. 
he resolution offered by the gentleman from || 


Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, in- 


‘troduced bills; which were severally read a first 
{and second time by their titles, as follows, and 


referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 


| bor of Vermilion, Ohio; 


olution; but [think you, Mr. Speaker, will agree || 


with me as to the effect of the resolution. Will 
it not give to the clerk appointed under it four 
dollars a day, and the two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars which the clerks got last session as extra 
compensation? He starts out with that amount. 
Was that the intention of the House? 
leave it to the decision of the Chair, if the resolu- 


tion is not susceptible of the construction I place || 


upon it? 

| move, then, to reconsider the vote by which | 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi was adopted. But as the gentleman from 
Mississippi is not in the House, and as I am sat- 
isfied that he did not intend that his resolution | 
should be susceptible of the construction I have | 
placed upon it, | will have the motion entered, | 
and waive action upon it until the gentleman shall 
be in his place. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
never in the contemplation of the gentleman from 
Mississippi who offered that resolution to give 
it the construction which the gentleman from 
Alabama has placed upon it. 

Mr. COBB. I think so myself, but that does 
not alter the fact. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 
struction — upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


Nor will it bear the con- 


Upon the subject | 


I will || 


I am satisfied that it was || 


A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Sandusky City, Ohio; and 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Huron, Ohio. 

Mr. KENNETT, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill; 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill granting to the State of Missouri public 
lands to aid in completing the geological survey of 
said State. 

Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a joint resolution; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, as follows, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell a portion of the site of the arsenal 
at Fayetteville, North Carolina, and to purchase 
other lands with the proceeds of such sale. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, by unanimous 


consent, and in pursuance of previous notice, in- 
troduced a bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill to change the time of holding the courts 
in the northern district of Illinois, and for other 
purposes. 

M: . RUST, by unanimous consent, in pursu- 
ance of previous notice, introduced a bill: which 
was read a first and second time by its title, as 


say that, at || 
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follows, and referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals: 

A bill granting alternate sections of land to the 
State of Arkansas, to aid in the construction of the 
Mississippi, Ouachita, and Red River railroad. 

On motion by Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous 
consent, a bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
reada firstand second ume by its title, as follows: 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions: 

Senate bill (No. 56) to provide for the pay- 
ment of George P. Marsh for judicial services 
rendered by him, under the act of 11th August, 
1848.,while Minister Resident of the United States 
at the Ottoman Porte. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. DENVER, by unanimous consent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
as follows: D 

A bill to provide for the establishment of a rail- 
road and telegraphic communication between the 
Atlantic States and the Pacific ocean, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. DENVER. As that is an important bill, 
I ask that it may be referred to a select com- 
mittee, 

The SPEAKER. Composed of what number? 

Mr. DENVER. Thirteen. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from California, that if the bill is to be 
referred toa select committee, it should be com- 
posed of one member from each State in the Union 

Mr. DEN VER. l have no objection to that, if 
it will make the reference any more satisfactory. 

Mr. JONES, of Teunessee. Is it in order to 
move to refer the bill to a seleet committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is, if no other reference 
is yroposed. 

Mr. LETCHER. 


Another reference 18 pro- 
y08ed: 


| move to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. That motion, being to refer 
to one of the standing committees of the House 


| will have precedence. 


The question was taken, and the House refused 
to refer to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
refer to a select committee of thirty-one. 

Mr. STANTON. It seems to me that a com- 
mittee of that number would be very unwieldy; 
I think thirteen is a much better number. 

Mr. DENVER. I myself prefer the original 
number, and will adhere to the motion in that 
form—with the number thirteen, , 

Mr. DUNN. I move toamend so as to make 
the committee consist of one member from each 
State in the Union. This isa great question, and 
in my opinion every State in the Union should 
be represented on the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Indiana oucht to know that a committee 
composed of thirty-one members would be a very 
unwieldy body. It would require sixteen mem- 
bers to consutute a quorum, and perhaps they 
would hardly ever be able to get a quorum to- 
gether. Ifthe gentleman ever desires to secure 
a report from that committee, he had better make 
it some reasonable number. 1 think the number 
of which the ordinary standing committees are 
composed—nine—-is quite sufficient. The report 
of that committee will, of course, go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where every one who desires can be heard. I 
think it would be unwise to raise a committee to 
consider the subject composed of thirty-one 
members. 

Mr. DENVER. [hope the gentieman from 
Indiana will not insist on his amendment. I ap- 
peal to him to withdraw it. aa 

Mr. DUNN. Asthe gentleman seems to insist 
upon it, I will withdraw my amendment, 

The bill was then referred to a select com- 
mittee, to be composed of thifteen members. 


FURTHER INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. DENVER, by unanimous consent, in pur- 
suance of provious notice, introduced a bill to 
establish the collection district of Humboldt Bay, 
in the State of California, and to fix the salaries 
of the officers of the customs therein; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to create an additional land district 





a ve se oa, fe hele 


| 
~ i 
3 
it 

; 


‘ 





488 


in the State of California; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby author- 
ized to furnish members of the House with the amount of 
newspapers authorized by the resolution of the last House 
of Representatives. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND WITHDRAWAL 
OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HALL, of Iowa, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce two 
bills; which were read a firstand second time by 
their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill making a grant of land to the State of 
Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands; and 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Kerr, of Lowa. 
teferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. KNOX, in pursuance of previous notice, 
































| 


of the southeast building; to vether with the state- | 


ments furnished by the heads of the several bu- 
reaus in that Department. 
and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with the provis- 
ions of the eleventh section of the act of the 25th 


| of August, 1842, a statement of the clerks em- 


ployed in that office, and in the several bureaus 

of the Treasury Department, for the year 1855. 

Laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 
A communication from the Legation of the 


| United States in China, submitting an account | 


of fees for judicial services, both of receipts and 
expenditures, at the several consulates, with ac- 
companying exhibits. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

A communication from the Court of Claims, 
returning, in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of the 13th instant, the petition and 
papers of Daniel Winslow, which were referred | 
to the Court of Claims under a resolution of the | 
last Congress. Laid upon the table, and ordered 


| to be printed. 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to |! 


constitute Peoria, in the State of Illinois, a port | 
of delivery; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


| 
On motion by Mr. PERRY, it was | 


Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from | 
the files of the House of the petition and papers of Peter | 
Grover, for the purpose of reference in the Senate. | 

Mr. GREENWOOD, in pursuance of previous | 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce two | 
bills; which were read a first and second time by 


A communication from the Court of Claims, | 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
House of the 18th instant, bill (No. 465) for the | 
relief of Isaac Adams, together with the accom- | 


| panying papers, referred to the Court of Claims | 


under an order of the House of Representatives 
of the 3d of March, 1855. Referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. | 


Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bills, of which previous no- 
tice had been given; which were severally read a 


| first and second time by their titles, and referred | 


their tiles, and referred to the Cominittee on || 
Public Lands: 


A bill to provide for compensation of district | 
land officers for the performance of certain duty | 
now required of them by law; and 

A bill granting public lands to the States of | 


| 
| 


| mittee of Claims. 


as indicated below, viz: 

A bill to provide for the payment of commis- 
sions to the paymasters in the United States 
Army who paid the volunteers of Oregon in the 
Rogue river war in 1853. Referred to the Com- 


A bill for the relief of Benjamin Albon, major 


Arkansas, Louisiana, and Missouri, in alternate | of the United States Army. Referred to the | 


sections, to aid in the construction of a railroad |} Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 


from Springfield, Missouri, via Bentonville, Fay- 
etteville, Van Buren, Fort Smith, and Fulton, in 
the State of Arkansas, to Shreveport, in the State 
of Louisiana. | 
On motion by Mr. BLISS, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from | 


JEFFERSON'S MANUAL, ETC. 
Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I ask the 


| unanimous consent of the House to introduce | 
} 2 . . | 
| the following resolution: 


the files of the House of the petition and papers of Charles || 


Olcott, and that they be referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. | 


Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the Housedo | 


now adjourn. | 


Mr.McMULLIN. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn, in order that I | 
may move to reconsider the vote authorizing the 
Committee of Elections to employ a clerk. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think a clerk ought to 
be allowed to that committee, and I cannot with- 
draw my motion for the purpose stated by the | 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Georgia that this is the last day | 
upon which a motion to reconsider that vote can 
be made. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, I will let the motion | 
be entered. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I make the motion, and 
ask that it may be entered, as I do not desire a 
vote upon it now. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks leave of | 
the House to present to it certain papers from the 
Executive Departments. ' 

No objection being made, 





The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communications; which were read and 
gee: of as indicated below: 





communication from the Department of |, 


State, transmitting the annual report of the pas-_ 
sengers arriving in the United States during the | 
year ending December 31, 1855. Laid upon the || 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury, trans- | 


mitting, in compliance with the provisions of the || 
twentieth section of the act of August 26, 1842, a | 


detailed statement of the manner in which the 


contingent fund of that Department has been ex- 
pended, from June 30, 1854, t 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to | 
procure a copy of the Rules and Jefferson’s Manual to be | 
printed for the use of the members, to be neatly bound, | 
and incorporating therein also a copy of the matter usually 
contained in the Congressional Directory. 


Mr. STEPHENS. A similar resolution has | 
already been passed this session. 
Mr. BENNETT. I was not aware of the 

fact, and therefore withdraw the resolution. 
*Mr. PORTER, by unanimous consent, intro- | 


’ ; : ; | 
duced the following bills, of which previous no- | 


| tice had been given; which were severally read a | 
| first and second time by their titles, and referred 





to June 30, 1855, and || 


| the House to, withdraw from the files the petition | 


as indicated below. | 
A bill to establish certain post roads in Mis- 
souri. Referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
A bill to make the city of Hannibal a port of | 
delivery. Referred to the Commitiee on Com- | 
merce. 
A bill to authorize the selection of the residue | 
of the land granted to the State of Missouri, and | 
to aid in the construction of the Hannibal and St. 
Joseph’s Railroad in said State. Rreferred to the | 
Committee on Public Lands. 


| 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. SWOPE. 


| 
lask the unanimous consent of 


and papers in the case of Samuel Perry, in a | 
matter of claim against the Government for the | 


] transportation of Indian supplies. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


Mr. SWOPE. 


I object. 
Iam sure the gentleman will | 


| not object when I state that the object L have in | 


view 1s to present the papers to the Court of | 


Claims. 
Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman can do that | 
under the resolution which has been passed to- | 


day. | 
Nir. SWOPE. The case is not pending there | 
at all. 


Mr. LETCHER. I want to know the reason | 
for allowing the privilege. We have already | 


| 


i} 
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February 26, 


Fy kn eee ee ee 
passed a resolution to give these papers to the 
| clerk of the Court of Claims in certain cases, 


Laid upon the table, | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the order of the House does not cover this case 
Mr. GREENWOOD. The only objection to 
granting this general leave is the fear that We 
may be giving that court some jurisdiction there| 
which is not conferred upon it by the law of 
organization. 
Mr. SWOPE. I do not ask to have the p 
I ask for leave to withdraw 


Ys 
its 


apers 


them, 
merely. 


Mr. LETCHER. Then I understand the papers 
are to be withdrawn for the purpose of giving tho 
parties the opportunity of presenting them at the 
Court of Claims, or to the House again, as they 
may think proper. Well, sir, | have been on the 
Committee on Claims, and I know what diffiey)- 


|| ties have arisen out of just such proceedings on 


the part of the House as we are now asked to take, 
Members have obtained leave to withdraw papers 
from the files of the House; the parties have as. 
certained upon what grounds they have lost their 


| cases before the Committee on Claims; they haye 


revised the papers, soas to remove the difficulty; 
and have again presented them in a shape by 
which their cases were made out. That is precise- 
ly the reason why I object to the gentleman’s 
request now to withdraw, unconditionally, these 
papers. 

Mr. SWOPE. I am willing that copies of the 
papers shall be left on file. I ask leave to with. 
draw them with that understanding. 

Mr. LETCHER. If you will take copies and 
leave the original papers, I have no objection. 


Mr. SWOPE. No, sir. Mr. Speaker, I am 


| very much surprised at the objection which has 
_been raised by my friend from Virginia to the 


application for leave to withdraw these papers 
from the files of the House. I will withdraw my 
application, hopmg that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will look into the case and satisfy himself 
of the propriety of the request. 

I now ask leave to withdraw from the files the 
letter addressed by General Hull to Captain 
Wallace. 


There being no objection, leave was granted. 
CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 


AFFAIRS. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask leave to offer the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be au- 
thorized to employ a clerk, at the usual rate of compensation, 
for such time as they may deem necessary. 


Mr. JON®S, of Tennessee. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to, and thereupon (at 
fifteen minutes before four o’clock ) the “House ad- 
journed until Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 25, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


| Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
| municating, in compliance with a resolution of 


the Senate, information of the amount eee 
to complete the fortification at Pea Patch Island, 
in the Delaware river, and the time within which 
the work can be done; which, on motion by Mr. 
Bropueap, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, a copy of the report of the board 
of naval officers, convened in pursuance of the 
act of February 28, 1855, to promote the efficiency 
of the Navy; which, on motion by Mr. Car, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, the correspondence in relation to 
the inspection of the steam frigate San Jacinto 
at New York, on her late return from the West 
Indies; which, on motion by Mr. Bropwead, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented a petition of 

widows of revolutionary soldiers residing in the 
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cate of Maine, praying to be allowed arrears of || 
~onsion; Which was referred to the Committee on 
P nsions. ‘ = ie ® ao 

Vr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
the heirs of Captain John Mussey, praying for 
th . redemption of certain bills of credit issued by 
vye authority of the Continental Congress during 
the re yolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
“Mr. BRODHEAD. I beg leave to present the 
memorial of Thomas A. Hendricks and others, 
hoads of the Buréaus in the executive depart- || 
rm nts at Washington, who represent that the || 
compensation assigned to the respective offices 
held by them was fixed, in most instances, more |} 
than half a century ago, and that it 1s now utterly 
inadequate, in View of the greatly increased ex- 
nenses of living at the metropolis of the nation; 
that the duties of their offices have augmented 
with the growth and business of the country, 
yntil they have become of the most important 
character. The Secretary of the Treasury has 
twice, | believe, recommended this increase. I 
move the reference of the memorial and papers to | 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
John Grayson, pension agent at Pittsburg, pray- 


ing to be allowed a credit in the settlement of his 
accounts for money paid by him on a certificate 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, and disallowed 
by the accounting officers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. | 

Mr. WELLER presented a petition of officers 
of the Army stationed at the Frankford Arsenal, 
near Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying for an 
increase of the commutation price of the Army 
ration; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Mr. DODGE presented a petition of L. Hutch- || 


inson and others, residents of the Indian country || 
east of Lake Winnebago, in Wisconsin, praying || 
that titles may issue to occupants of lands within 
the Stockbridge reservation, on payment of the | 
price stipulated in the treaty between the United | 
States and those Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of the 
heirs of James Purvis, a captain in the revolu- | 
tionary army, praying to be allowed commutation 
ny; which was referred to the Committee on 
bveidihoamee Claims. 


Mr. EVANS presented the petition of John || 


Cummins, praying for permission to change the 

name of the American brig Hibernia to that of | 
Victor of the Wave; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce. | 


Mr. FOSTER presented the petition of Mary | 


Turner, only surviving child of Christopher 
Greene, deceased, praying to be allowed the 
seven years’ half pay due for the services of her 
father in the revolutionary war; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of || 


Jacob Schenck, an officer in the revolutionary | 
army, praying for compensation for his services | 
and remuneration for losses sustained by him | 
during that war, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
settlers upon and near the military reservation at | 
Fort Atkinson, Iowa, praying that the purchasers | 
of the fort buildings on that reservation may not 
be allowed the right of preémption to any lands 
except those on which those buildings are situ- 
ated; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Iowa, pray- | 
ing for the establishment of a mail route from 
West Union, lowa, to Austin, in the Territory 
of Minnesota; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of Rob- 
ert D. Thorburn, a commander in the Navy, who 
has been placed upon the reserved list, praying 
to be restored to his former position in the ser- 
vice; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 

etition of James A. Doyle, a lieutenant in the 
Navy, who has been placed upon the reserved 
list, complaining that injustice has been done him, 


| the furlough list. 
| the Navy for twenty-nine years, and during that 


| of Africa between the years 844 and 1846. 








THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


—— 
and praying for such redress as Congress may 


deem suitable and just; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD. I presentthe petition of Hen- 
ry A. Steele, a lieutenant in the United States 
Navy, asking for redress from the action of the 
late naval board, in reference to his case. He 
admits that his health disqualifies him from active 
duty, but he complains of having been placed on 
He states that he has been in 


time has never been court-martialed or reprimand- 
ed. He lost his health while serving on the coast 
j If 
that statement of his be true, I think there can 
be but one opinion—that an officer who, in the 
service of his country, loses his health, not by 
any vice, folly, or error of his own, certainly, 
according to the intent of that law, should not 
have been placed upon the furlough list. 1 move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee 


on Naval Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FISH. 
petition of shipowners and merchants of the city 
of New York on behalf of Commander Thomas 
R. Gedney, who, under the action of the late 


| naval board, has been placed on the reserved list 


with furlough pay. The petitioners represent 
that his health has been greatly impaired by ex- 
| posure and hardships in the Coast Survey, and 
they refer to his valuable services in discovering 
a new channel entering into the port of New 
| York. They request that he may be restored to 
| his former emoluments and move that 


pay. I 
| the petition be referred to the Committee on Na- 


| val Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate re- 
lating to the claim of John Y. Laub, praying for arrears of 
| salary as clerk in the office of the First Comptroller, be re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Lemuel B. 
Mason, the petition of John Holden; the petition of Da 
vid Benjamin, one of the heirs of Samuel Benjamin; the 
petition of the heirs of Daniel Littlefield; the petition of 
the heirs of Nathaniel Hutchins ; the petition of the heir 
| of Samuel Sawyer; the petition of the heirs of John Pray; 


| the petition of Caleb Frye, one of the heirs of Nathaniel | 


Frye; and the petition of William Allen, heir of Jonathan 
| Allen, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Horatio Gates Cook, heir of 
| David Cook ; the petition of the heirs of Daniel Gookin ; the 
petition of the heirs-at-law of Robert Given ; the petition of 
Peletiah Littlefield, one of the heirs of Noah M. Littlefield ; 
the petition of Mary Ann 8. Darby, heir of Samuel Darby; 
the petition of Samuel Pope, one of the heirs of lsaac Pope ; 
the petition of Lucius Q. C. Nason, and Sabina Grant, heirs 
| of Nathaniel Nason ; the petition of Joseph 8. Bailey, and 
the other heirs of John Bailey; the petition of the heirs-at- 
law of Nathaniel Leavitt; the petition of Susanna H. Burn- 
| ham, and the other heirs of Jeremiah Hill ; and the petition 
of the heirs of Joseph Boynton, on the files of the Senat+, 
be severally referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Joseph Smith, assignee of 
a certain land warrant, asking the right to locate the quan- 
tity of land therein described, be taken from the files and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William A. Burt, praying 
for a just allowance in consideration of the benefit the Gov 
| ernment has derived from the use of a compass invented by 
him, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
| ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to authorize the selection of the residue 
of the lands granted by the act of Congress of 
| September 20, 1850, June 10, 1852, and February 
| 9, 1853; and 
| A joint resolution requiring the Secretary of 
| the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
| resentatives to distribute public documents to the 





| several counties in the United States. 


Mr. BIGLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the improvement 
of the harbor of Erie, Pennsylvania. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice of his intention 
\| to ask leave to introduce a bill for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Ohio river. 





I am requested to present the || 


E. 
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Mr. BAYARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill making an appropria- 
tion for the completion of Fort Delaware, and the 
fortification of the Pea Patch Island, in the river 
Delaware. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, re ported a bill providing for th 
and better 
medical and hospital department of the Army; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a see- 
ond reading. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom were referred memorials from 
certain officers of the Navy, complaining of the 
action of the late naval board, have instructed 
me to make a report, accompanied by a bill to 
amend an **Act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy.’”’ Lask that the report and bill be printed. 
I have to say to the Senate that the report 1s very 


ne- 


Cessary crease Orgmanizauon of the 


voluminous, and will occupy perhaps two hours 
in reading. It is partly printed already, and will 
be ready to-morrow for distributron to Senators, 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered to a 
second reading; and five hundred extra copies of 
the report were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Mrs. Mar- 
garet L. Worth, asking to be paid arrearages of 

pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
| which was ordered to lie on the table. 
| Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill 
to incorporate the Columbia Wood Gas Com- 
pany, reported it back without amendment. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CLAY, in pursuance of previous notice, 
|| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
improve the military defenses of Mobile and New 
Orleans, and the inland navigation between those 
cities; Which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

| Mr. HAMLIN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill fur- 
ther to amend **Anactentitled an act to provide for 

| the better security of the lives of passengers on 

| board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam, and for other purposes;’? which was read 

| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

| PRINTING OF A REPORT. 

} 


On motion by Mr. CLAY, it was 

Ordered, That the communication from the Secrerary of 
War, of February 2, in reference to the defenses of Mobiic, 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

| A message from the House of Representatives, 

by Mr. W.P. Incram, Chief Clerk, announced 

that they had passed, withoutamendment, the joint 
| resolution of the Senate (S. R. 4) for the appoint- 
| ment of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 
| and also Senate joint resclution (S. R. 5) to sup- 
| ply adeficiency in the appropriations for printing 
for the second session of the Thirty-Third Con- 
| gress; and the bill (S. 108) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to change the name of the 
| French-built brig Vigie to Minnie. 
| THE BRITISH ENLISTMENT QUESTION. 
Mr. MASON. L ask leave to offera nasa 


| which will be found, I think, of general public 
| interest; and when it is read I wish to make a few 
| remarks upon it. 
| The Secretary read the resolution as follows: 
Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incom- 
| patible with the public interest, to communicate to the 
\| Senate the correspondence which has taken place between 
| this Government and that of Great Britain in regard to the 
| enlistment of soldiers within the United States, by the 
|| agents and officers of the latter, for the British army, ae- 
companied by such evidence and documents as the Presi- 
dent may deem proper to show the connection of these 
agents and officers with the alleged violation of our laws 
and sovereign rights. 


| Mr. MASON. Mr. President,I ask the Senate 
|| to consider the resolution now, because, in look- 
| ing into that subject, | have been strongly im- 
| pressed with the belief that it is desirable now to 
spread that information before the country. 

The Senate is aware, of course, that the Pres- 
ident of the United States, in his annual message, 
communicated to both Houses of Congress all 
‘| the documents and correspondence which had 
'| taken place between the Government of Eng- 


| 
1} 
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land and this Government in reference to certain 
controverted matters of construction that had 
arisen upon the convention between the two coun- 
tries, of July, 1850, called the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, and of other matters connected with Cen- 
tral America that were interesting to the two coun- 
tries. These documents have gone to the world, 
and I doubt not that the public judgment in this 
country 18 made up on the quesuon between the 
two countries, as to on which side the right is 
found. 

‘The President, in his annual message, while 
giving to the country a brief history of the differ- 
ences that had arisen between the Government 
of England and this Government on the alleged 
atiempts on the part of England to recruit her 
armies for the Russian war by enlistments made, 
either directly or indirectly, within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, refrained—and, doubt- 
less, refrained on proper consideration—from 
communicating to the country the correspond- 
ence which had passed between the two Govern- 
ments on that subject. He said, however, that, 
ata future day, it probably would become im- 
portant or desirable to communicate that inform- 
ation, 

We have seen, within the last few days, by a 
late arrival from England, that the Earl of Clar- 
endon, who is, as I understand, the Minister of 
Foreign Relations of Great Britain, availed him- 
self of an oceasion in the House of Lords to give 
the British version of those difficulties. As lun- 
derstand, sir, that noble lord was either not in 
possession of all the informetion connected with 
that subject, or he looks upon it in a very differ- 
ent light from that in which it must be viewed by 
this country and by our Government. 


Sir, it has been the usage—and the properusage, 


I believe, of all administrations—to keep our tel- 
low-countrymen informed of great and leading 
measures or events affeeting the interest or honor 
of the country. The public judgment is thus 
made up in advance upon safe materials, furnished 
for the purpose of general information; and upon 
examining into this subject, | have become satis- 
fied that the time has now arrived, more especially 
im view of what has transpired in England, giving 
the British view of this subject, when all the 
documents and correspondence connected with it 
should be laid before the country; and, amongst 
other reasons, because, if not done, the effect 
may be to leave our people either uninformed or 
misinformed by the character of the information 
which has been given on the other side of the 
Atlantic. 

I have therefore offered this resolution, asking 
for the communication of all the correspondence 
and documents connected with the attempt of 
England to recruit her armies for the Russian 
war—as we believe, in derogation of the sovereign 
rights of the country, and in violation of our 

wlice laws. : | 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, ! wish to express 
my hearty coneurrgnce with, and approval of, 
the resolution offered by the honorable Senator 
from Virginia. It is time, sir, that the country 
should be made acquainted with all the facts con- 
nected with the pending controversies between 
our Governmentand thatof Great Britain. We, | 
as yet, are in possession of the documents rela- 
tivg to one of the two great questions only, pre- | 
oad with the President's annual message, and 
which relate to what is termed the Central Amer- 
ican question. It may prove that those which 
relate to the other question—that of enlistments 
in this country for the British service in Russia— 
especially demand the grave consideration of 
Congress. I do not design to anticipate what the 
President may deem proper to communicate on 
the subject; but I avail myself of this opportu- 
nity to make two or three statements of matters 
most important to the country, which seem to 
have passed from notice even here, and to be 
altogether unknown in Great Britain. These 
facts, on due reflection, will serve to fully justify 
the course pursued by the American Government. 

Sir, the British declaration of war against Rus- 
sia bears date Westminster, March 28, 1854. On 
the 2Ist of April ensuing, Mr. Crampton, the 
British Minister to the United States, eommuni- 
cated the fact of this declaration to our Govern- 
ment, (See Executive Doc., 1st Series, Vol. xii., | 
Thirty-Third Cong., H. Doc. 103.) 

Mr Crampton also presented another declara- | 


‘ 


tion, bearing the same date, in which his Govern- 
ment expressed its intention to waive, for the 
present, in favor of neutral commerce, some of 
its previous pretensions to belligerent rights. 
In making this communication, Mr. Crampton 


proceeded to express the earnest hope of his | 
Government, that the Government of the United | 


States would not suffer any privateers under Rus- 
sian colors to be fitted out and equipped in any 
of its ports; and that our Government would 
prevem any of our citizens from taking part in 
any such armament of the nation, or in any other 
procedure in violation of a strict neutrality. ‘To 
this, Mr. Marey, Secretary of State, replied, 


| 


‘earnestly opposed by Lord Stanle 
| Sir Edward Lytton Bulwer, an 





February 25, 





mons, butalso byimany of their friends. It was 
» Mr. Disraeli, 


many ot} 
who felt and declared that it would % Schon’ 


_orable to England thus to express, indirectly, q 


conviction of the military incompetency of her 
own people, and to traverse other countries bee. 
ging or stealing mercenaries to fight her battles 


with Russia. To all this thereply of Lord John 
| Russell was, as wellasthat of Lord Palmerston, 


we must have the bill, for we cannot carry on the 


| war without it. It becomesa stern necessity; jf 


after some other pertinent observations, proceeds | 


to say to Mr. Crampton, as follows: 


“ The undersigned is directed by the President to state to 
her Majesty’s Minister to this Government that the United 
States, while claiming the full enjoyment of their rights as 


a neutral Power, will observe the strictest neutrality towards | 


each and all the belligerents. > 
impose severe restrictions not only upon its own ciuuzens, 
but upon all persons who may be residents within any of 


The laws of this country | 


you pass not this bill, we shall throw up our com- 


_missions, and leave the country without a goy- 
under date of the same month—April 28th; and || i 


ernment in the very crisis of a foreign war, 
Thus, and only thus, they succeeded in bullying 
the House of Commons into their measure, and 
pushed the bill through, against the better judg- 


/ment of many, and the sense of honor of the 


the Territories of the United States, against equipping pri- || 


vateers, receiving comnnissions, or enlisting men therein 
tor the purpose of taking a part in any foreign war. 
not apprehended that there will be any attempt to violate 
the laws; but should the just expectation of the President 
be disappointed, he will not fail in his duty to use all the 


It is || . . . . ’ 
|, admonished that it was against all principle for 


power with which he is invested to enforce obedience to | 


them. Considerations of interest and the obligations of duty 
alike give assurance that the citizens of the United States 
will in no way compromit the neutrality of the country by 


participating in the contest in which the principal Powers | 


of Europe are now unhappily engaged.”’ 


The Senate will now perceive, that Mr. Marcy 
here assures the British Government, in the most 


emphatic and explicit terms, not only that our | 


Government will not allow any privateers to be 


fitted out or equipped in any of our ports, but | 
that they will not allow any men to be enlisted | 
I may here remark that, | 


in the United States. 


when Mr. Crampton applied to have naval equip- | 
| ments in favor of Russia prevented, he seems to 


have entirely lost sight of the fact that such equip- 


ments were no more a violation of the laws of | 
neutrality, than the enlistment of men for the | 
land service of Great Britain; or, if he did not | 


lose sight of it, he should have borne in mind 


that his application for the Government to pre- | 


vent the violation of the laws of neutrality in 


| favor of Russia, was an implied pledge of honor 
thatneither he nor his Government would attempt 


their violation as against Russia, and in favor of 
Great Britain. 


| permitted himself to presume, that Mr. Crampton | 
| would be guilty of the indecency to ask the United 
| States Government to maintain its neutrality | 
against Russia, and to violate it in favor of Great | 


Britain. We, therefore, had a perfect right to 
look on this application as a declaration of honor, 
on the part of the British Government, that they, 
at least, would respect our neutrality ‘and our 
laws, let Russia attempt what she might. 
Notwithstanding this implied pledge of honor, 
a different course was pursued. The British Par- 
liament was assembled at an early day, on the 
special call of the Minister. 


| day of December, 1854, for the special purpose, 
| primarily, of enabling the Minister to have a law 


-enacted for the enlistment of foreigners into the 


sritish service. ‘The bill was introduced into the 


| House of Lords on the first day of the session; 


| the Marquis of Lansdowne. 


and had its second reading two days afterwards; 


It met on the 12th | 


and was pressed with the whole power of the | 
Government through that House in little more | 


than one week. 
Duke of Newcastle, then Minister of War, and 
was advocated and defended chiefly by him and 
It was earnestly op- 
posed by others, such as the Earl of Ellenborough, 


The bill was introduced by the | 


and the Earl of Derby. The Minister, it is true, | 


did not expressly say, but certainly allowed the 
House of Lords to suppose, that the foreign enlist- 
ments were to be effected by secret arrangements 


whole body. 

Mr. President, in reading the report of the 
debate in the House of Commons, it appears that 
honorable and grave members inmani Ministers 
to say how and where they expected to obtain 
foreign troops; that the Ministers were frequently 


| the British Government to undertake to enter 


within the limits of a foreign State, for the pur- 
pose of raising recruits, without the consent of 
such State; that, should the foreign State consent, 


it would be a violation of its neutrality; that, if 


it did not consent, then its neutrality would be 
violated and outraged by Great Britain. And 
one member put his objections in the following 
language. I am astonished that against all these 
remonstrances the bill passed: 

“If it was pointed out that some Power, or some foreign 
nation, was willing to allow its subjects to be enlisted by 
this country for the purpose of making war with Russia, 
and yet maintain its neutrality—which was a principle 
contended tor by some—then he asserted that it was a dan- 
gerous principle to lay down. If this were the principle of 
the bill, what could we say if Russia were to hire privateers 
from the United States? Should they not be told that any 
country might ‘let out’ its men and forces without breaking 
its neutrality, and that we had ourselves laid down that 
principle by a deliberate acr of the British Parliament?” 


It was in the face of Mr. Marcy’s solemn as- 
surance to Mr. Crampton of the 28th of April, 
1854, and to the admonitory arguments of the 


| opponents of the bill in the House of Commons, 


Mr. Marcy would never have || 


that Lord Palmerston, having procured the enact- 
ment of it, proceeded, in February, 1855, to carry 
it out in the United States. Of course, the law 
officers of the United States opposed it. We all 
well remember the agitation, and the flagrant dis- 
turbance of the peace which the enlistment of re- 
cruits for the British service produced during last 


' summer in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. 
|| At length it was discovered that, although the 
| business was conducted by Sir Gaspard Le Mar- 
_chant, the British Governor of Nova Scotia, yet, 


in fact, it was under the conduct and zealous per- 


sonal superintendence of Mr. Crampton, the Brit- 
ish Minister at Washington. The Pre@ident has 
| of course demanded of the British Government 
, ample reparation for this outrage against the sov- 


ereignty and neutral rights of the United States. 
He would have dishonored his station and his 
country had he omitted to do so. I applaud him 
myself—I believe we all applaud him; and every 
American will applaud him for his course to put 
a stop to the business of British enlistments in our 
land, which is not distinguishable in principle 


from impressment on the sea, which was not less 


sternly rebuked by Jefferson and Madison. 
Sir, the Earl of Clarendon, in the speech re- 

cently made by him at the opening of Parliament, 

undertook to state two positions which require to 


| be met by an entire contradiction at once, in the 


_ only place where that contradiction can be clothed 


with some of the Governments of Europe; and | 


under this false impression the bill finally passed 
the House of Lords. All this appears clearly 


| from the speeches delivered on both sides of the 


question, as reported by Hansard. 
From the House of Lords the foreign enlist- 
ment act was introduced into the House of Com- 


, mons by Lord John Russell, and pushed through, 


by his efforts and those of Lord Palmerston, | 


against the most anxious and earnest resistance, 


not only of their political opponents in the Com- | 


with authority—in the Senate of the United States. 

1. Lord Clarendon assumes to justify the acts 
of Mr. Crampton, and, in relation to them, says 
he has done nothing which should give umbrage 
to the United States; nay, that what he did was 
satisfactory to Mr. Marcy. I take it for granted, 
sir, that when we come to see the dispatches, 


_ we shall find that this imposition on Mr. Marcy 


will be totally destitute of foundation. Instead 
of being satisfied in having the British recruiting 


| service prosecuted in the United States, he had, as 


_ be done. rary 
‘ton in the business, it is absolutely astonishing 


we have seen, more than a year before, solemnly 
notified the British Government that it should not 
As to the participation of Mr. Cramy- 
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that any one should venture to utter a word in | 
its justification, 1t was so notoriously at war with | 
the rights of neutrality and national honor. Mr. 
President, I have learned from numerous original 
ietters from Mr. Crampton, and the British offi- 
cers with whom he corresponded on this subject, 
to suy nothing of his offigial instructions to Brit. 
jsh Consuls and other persons, now on file in the 
Department of State, that which proves fully the 
scandalous activity of Mr. Crampton in the com- 
mission of those acts by which our rights and our 
municipal laws, as a neutral Power, were so 
basely outraged. 


t 


2, But Lord Clarendon, in his second speech, 


declares that our laws were not violated by Mr. 
Crampton. Itis somewhat astonishing that Lord 


Clarendon should have ventured on such a dec- | 


jaration; and it becomes still more so, when we 
perceive that he relies for thisopinion on a remark 
jade by Judge Kane, in the month of April, ata 
yery early stage of the proceedings, to the effect 
that it didynot constitute a violation of the law for 
a Government agent merely to pay the passage 
money of voluntary recruits from Philadelphia to 
Halifax. Lord Clarendon is very careful to forget 
to state that, when the cases came on to be tried 
in New York and Philadelphia, in September, 
before Judges Ingersoll and Kane, these honor- 
able judges charged, in the most explicit terms, 


moreover, that the proofs established the fact of 


the guilty complicity of Mr. Crampton with them. |; know to be a great wrong and outrage against 


| 

\| a : 
| the question as to what our municipal law is. 
| With this the Government has no rig! 


| 


| 


THE CONGRESS 


| only. 








—————, 


Sir, I have but one more remark to make in | 
reference to Lord Clarendon’s view of the law. | 
It is, simply, that he had no right to enter into 


it to inter- 
fere; it is a question for our own judicial authority 
The British Government would seem to 
have supposed that to them would be referred our 
municipal law for construction; and that, if they 


| could but succeed in the concoction of ingenious 


| devices for the purpose of evading it, that was 


enough. But Lord Clarendon should have re- 


| flected that the British Government had no richt 


In order that Lord Clarendon, or any one else in | 


Great Britain, may not hereafter have any excuse 


founded on ignorance of this matter, I quote the |) 


following passage from the opinion of Judge Kane: 


“The case has involved, in its progress, a train of facts | 


of very considerable political interest—perhaps of more 
general interest in that aspect of it than in its bearing on 
the questions which are to be decided by your verdict. 
‘There are very few among us, probably none, who have not 


felt aggrieved at the tone-with which the press of foreign | 


countries, and occasionally of foreign statesmen of the day, 
have commented upon what they have been pleased to call 
the over alacrity of the American people to engage in military 
controversies in which they properly had no rightful part. 
Our people and our Government have been accused of for- 


getting the obligations of neutrality, and pushing ourselves | 
forward into the conflicts of foreign nations, instead of | 


minding Our own business as neutrals, and leaving belliger- 
ents to fight out their own quarrels. For one, | contess 


that I felt surprised, as this case advanced, to learn, that | 


during the very time that these accusations were fulmin- 
ated against the American people by the press of England, 
tere Was, on the part of eminent British functionaries here, 
aseries of arrangements in progress, carefully digested, and 
combining all sorts of people, under almost all sorts of influ- 
ences, to evade the laws of the United States by which our 
country sought to enforce its neutrality—arrangements ma- 
tured, upon a careful inspection of the different sections of 


our statutes, ingeniously to violate their spirit and principle | 


without incurring their penalty, and thus enlist and send 
away soldiers from our neutral shores to fight the battles 
of those who were incontinently and not over courteously 
admonishing us to fullfil the duties of neutrality. 

“The hiring or retaining does not necessarily include the 
payment of money on the part of him who hires or retains 
another. He may hire or retain a person, with an agree- 
ment that he shall pay wages when the services shall have 
been performed. ‘The hiring or retaining a servant is not 
generally by the payment of money, in the first instance, 
but by the promise to pay money when the services shall 
have been performed; and so a person may be hired or 
retained to go beyond the limits of the United States, with 
@ certain intent, though he is only to receive his pay after 
he has gone beyond the limits of the United States with 
that intent. 

** Moreover, it is not necessary that the consideration of the 


hiring shall be money. To give to a person a railroad ticket | 


Uhat costs four dollars and board and lodge him for a week, 
is as good a consideration for the contract of hiring, as to 


ticket and pay for his board himself. 
ment on the one side to do the particular thing, to go beyond 
the limits of the United States with the intent to enlist, and 
on the other side an engagement that, when the act shall 
have been done, a consideration shall be paid to the party 
performing the services, or doing the work, the hiring and 
retaining are complete. 

“The meaning of the law, then, is this : that if any person 
shall engage, hire, retain or employ another person to go 
outside of the United States to do that which he could not 
do if he remained in the United States, viz: to take part in 
@ foreign quarrel ; if he hires another to go, knowing that it 
is his intent to enlist when he arrives out; if he engages 
him to go because he has such an intent, then the offense is 
complete within the section. Every resident of the United 
States has the right to go to Halifax, and there to enlist in 
any army that he pleases; but it is not lawful for a person 
to engage another here to go to Halifax for that purpose. It 
is the hiring of the person to go beyond the United States, 
that person having the intention to enlist when ! e arrives 


out, and that intention known to the party hiring hin, | 


aad that intention being a portion of the consideration, 
because of which he hires him, that defines the offense. 

‘ If you believe the witness, the object here was to effect- 
uate an enlistment beyond the borders of the United States, 
and yet escape from the provisions of this section ; tu do 
eflectively, and yet not seem to do.” 


| He should have looked at the su 


| orable and magnanimous. 


to recruit for its army in the United States at all, 
whether forbidden by our erm, on law or not, 


than quibble about the mere letter of an act of 
Congress. It would have been much more hon- 
The American Gov- 
ernment, he knew, had forbidden such recruiting 
service by our neutrality law; and to undertake 
to recruit, in direct violation of that act, and the 


| implied pledge of honor from Mr. Crampton to 


Mr. Marcy, was a flagrant breach of honor, and 


| an outrage on our sovereignty. I profess, sir, it 


seems to me, there cannot possibly be anything 
more discreditable to a great and powerful nation 


| like Great Britain, than this petty idea of Lord 
he r | Clarendon in assuming, for his Government, 
that the acts proved were in violation of law; and, || 


petty country-court quibbles as a ground of de- 
fense for what he, his country, and the world 


the United States. 

Mr. President, in the close permit me to say, 
that I consider the conduct of the President of 
the United States in relation to thé question to 
have been dignified, honorable, and patriotic; and 


| let the result of the controversy be what it may, 


no doubt that every true American will cheerfully 
sustain him. To the sora General also is 
due much praise for the highly honorable and 


judicious course pursued by him in this trouble- | 


some business. Long he sought to adjust the 
affair without resort to coercive measures, in a 
quiet and amicable manner; but, finding his efforts 
of no avail, he was compelled by a sense of pub- 
lic duty to exert the forceoflaw. Thus, through 
him, the disturbers of our peace and the violators 


| of our laws were rebuked, and their nefarious 


proceedings brought to an ignominious close. He || 


deserves well of the country for his vigilance, for 
his prompt, energetic and efficient action, and for 
which he will receive the thanks of the American 
people. 

And now, sir, my decided opinion is, that we 


| should promptly assume, and firmly maintain the 
‘ground of right, and submit to nothing which is 


| of Peers. 
pay him the money with which he could buy the railroad || 


If there be an engage- | 


wrong. The people of the United States, as one 
man, will sustain us in that position. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I shall not detain 
the Senate long; I am not in a condition to do 
so. 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] for the 


motion which he has submitted to the Senate to- 
It is a sub- | 


day. I heartily accord with him. 
ject that concerns the American people—not less 
we who are here, than the great body of our con- 
stituents throughour the American Republic. I 
agree fully with the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, in the view he has taken of the statement 
made by Lord Clarendon in the British House 


tleman from Virginia, and I say that I never saw 
a statement so unsupported by the facts—a state- 
ment showing that the speaker was so inatten- 
tive to facts, or so disingenuous in his narration 
of them. I say this with a perfect realization of 


my responsibility and position before this body | 
and the country, and I think a very few words | 


will satisfy the Senate that such is the case. The 


statement of Lord Clarendon has gone abroad in | 
| England; it is going abroad in our own country. | 


His speech has already been here for some days. 


_ It is going on the four winds of heaven, traveling 


i} 
it 


east and west, north and south. It has already 
produced an impression—an impression not in 
conformity with the real state of facts. Allow me 


| to read, ina very few words, what Lord Claren- | 


don has said on this subject. He said : 


“The most recent demands of the Government of the 
United States arrived only two days ago, and it would not 


have been conducive to the public interest to produce them | 


at the present moment.” 
What these demands were, Mr. President, | 
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stance, rather || 


1 rise to return my thanks to the honorable || 


I go further than the honorable gen- | 
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know no more than any other member of the 
Senate. Two days previous to his speech he 





'| saysa final demand was made by our Government. 


I hope it was a demand on the British Government 
to recall its representative here. Thatis my own 
| wish, and has beea from the beginning. If that 
demand has been made, and has not been com- 
plied with, I hope this Government will take the 
matter into their’‘own hands, and do what Mr. 
Madison did—send away the offending represent- 
ative, let the consequences be what they may. 
| It is anact which we owe to our own dignity and 
| to the world. It is not an act of war—the sus- 
pone of diplomatic relations; and if it should 
| become so, it will be because England determines 
on it. 

| Now, let me advert to Lord Clarendon’s state- 
| ment in the House of Peers; and the Senate wil 
| observe that itis fully entitled to the character 

of disingenuousness: 


* The origin of the point now in dispute is as follows: On 

the breaking out of the war, numerous applications from 

| foreigners, and from British subjects in the United States, 

| were made to the British Government for permission to join 
| the army in the East.” 

Any man on reading this would suppose that 
| the British Government had been more sinned 
| against than sinning—that they passed the foreign 
| enlistment bill not for their own purposes, but to 
| meet the demands made on them from other coun- 


| tries of the world. His lordship continues: 


“Some of these applications were made from political 
| motives, some On account Of a political interest in the issue, 
| and others from other causes ; and, in consequence of them, 
instructions were sent to the Governor of Nova Scotia to 
consider whether persons from the United States, desirous 

| of enlisting in the British service, could be received at Hal- 
|| ifax. ‘These instructions were made known to Mr. Cramp- 
'} ton, and he was told that, however desirous her Majesty’s 
Government Were to obtain recruits, they were still more 
anxious that there should be no violation or infringement 
of the municipal law of the United States. Shortly after- 
wards, an agent opened an agency office, and upon com- 
plaint being made, Mr. Crampton desired that it might be 
made public that the British Government did not recruit or 
raise soldiers in the United States, and he made known his 
instructions to Mr. Marcy, who then expressed himself sat- 
isfied. ‘The passage of persons wishing to go into Canada to 
| enlist was paid, and Judge Kane laid down the rule that to 
pay the passage of men to a foreign port, and then enlist 
| them, is no violation of international law. * ® * 
| ™* * A correspondence of a not very amicable character 
| has taken place between the two Governments, but the 
transactions to which it refers are bygone transactions; 
and from the commencement the British Government have 
disclaimed all intention of infringing in any way the law of 
|| the United States.”? 





Then, Mr. President, according to the state- 
ment of the British Secretary of Foreign Affairs, 
|| the transactions arose in consequence of applica- 
| tions made to the British Government from abroad, 
and the British Government applied tothe author- 
| ities of Halifax to know what would be lawful 
| there, and whether recruits from the United States 
could be received. Let him believe this who will. 
A likely story, that the British Cabinet should 
apply to the Governor of Nova Scotia to know 
whether they might raise recruits there from the 
United States! It was a measure of their own, 
in which that functionary was their agent. Now, 
| sir,a month after the war broke out between 
| Russia on the one part and England and France 
| on the otner, the British and I'rench Ministers, 
| in April, 1854, had a conversation with our Sec- 
“| retary of State, in which they stated to the Amer- 
ican Government the course which they meant 
|| to pursue on the subject of privateering, and of 
the operation of the laws respecting neutrals on 
| the high seas during the war. The documents 
in relation to that matter have been published for 
some time, and I hold them now inmy hand. In 
the conversation to which | allude, Mr. Marey 
told the Ministers what were the provisions of 
the laws of the United States on the subject of 
recruiting for the belligerents; and two days after- 
wards—on the 28th of April—he wrote them a 
letter, in which was this paragraph: 

“The undersigned is directed by the President to state 
to her Majesty’s Minister to this Government that the Uni- 
ted States, while claiming the full enjoyment of their rights 
| as a neutral Power, will observe the strictest neutrality 
towards each and all the belligerents. The laws of this 
| country impose severe restrictions not only upon its own 
citizens, but upon all persons who may be residents within 
any of the territories of the United States, against equip 
ping privateers, receiving commissions, or enlisting men 
therein, for the purpose of taking a part in any foreign 
war.”’ 

The representatives of both France and Eng- 
\| land had acopy of our law. This letter of Mr. 
Marcy’s was written nearly one year before the 
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foreign enlistment bill was passed; so that, in all 
of the subsequent transactions of the British Gov- 
ernmentat home, and its agents upon our border, 
and its Minister here, they went forward to their 
work with the perfect knowledze of our statute 
law on the subject, furnished by our own Gov- 
ernment, and a warning that our Government 
would enforee the law. 

Mr. President, within a few months after that 
a scheme was devised in England for enlisting 
menin foreien countries. The foreign enlistment 
bill was passed by the British Parliament. : It was 
an act of their own. It was an act to Invite men 
from foreign countries. It was passed by the 
British Government with a view to engage them 
in the Crimean war; and while upon its passage 
it was opposed and denounced as an unjustifiable 
measure, which would necessarily bring the Brit- 
ish Government into contact with neutral nations 
by the attempt to violate their laws. But these 
representations were useless, The law was passed 
with a view to raise men in foreign countries for 
the British military service. We all know that. 
It is a historical fact about which there ean be no 
dispute. Immediately after that law was passed, 
what was the result?) What did Lord Clarendon 
himself say was the result? ‘The instructions 
respecting the matter were communicated to Mr. 
Crampton, the first fact of which we have notice 
in this country,as developed inthe trial at Phila- 
delphia, was that on the last of January, 1855. 
Persons here had seen this law, and having a wish 
to engage in the British military service, they 
applied for permission to do so. They were 
informed by Mr. Crampton that he could not 
give them an answer, but would in a few days, 
as he expected instructions, showing conclusively 
that such instructions were contemplated, not in 
consequence of previous application, but to meet 
them whem made; and three or four days after— 
namely, February 24, 1855—Mr. Crampton writes 


- a note, saying that he could give the information. | 
He had then, as he said, received information | 


from home. All this, and indeed all the whole 
proceedings, contradict the assertion of Lord 
Clarendon, that this business of recruiting was 
adopted in England because applied for here. Lord 


Clarendon’s statement is, that on the breaking out | 
of the war applications were made to join the 


British army in the East; and then he says : 

“In consequence of them, instructions were sent to the 
Governor ot Nova Scotia, to consider whether persons from 
the United States, desirous of enlisting in the British service, 
could be reeeived at Halifax.’’ 

Does one honorable Senator believe such a 
thing? Is there aman within the sound of my 
voice, Senator or spectator, who believes thatthe 
British Government, with our law before them, 
eight months after the communication of Mr. 
Marcy, wrote to the Governor of Nova Scotia to 
ascertain whether they could receive recruits from 
the United States? 
given the Governor of Nova Scotia were sent, as 
he says, to Mr. Crampton, but the whole meas- 
ure was devised by the British Government. It 
was the scheme of the Government from the be- 
gining to the end. 


The instructions which were | 


The scheme obviously was to | 


get menin ourcountry to “evade’’as Mr. Cramp- | 
g | 


ton said—for that is the word testified to, by the 
witnesses who swore as to his statements—to 
evade the operation of our laws. I hold in my 
hand the report of the Hertz trial at Philadelphia, 
which contains the statementof the district attor- 
ney and of Judge Kane—statements condensed 
from the trial. The district attorney in his open- 
ing says: 

‘“*T have said that the war in the Crimea was conducted 
by the British, French, and other nations, as allies, against 
the single power of Russia. 
quence of that war had been disastrous to the besieging 


of any man who reads it. I may remark, how- 
ever, that Mr. Crampton is not here on trial. 
We are trying po man. 





We are dealing, not | 


with strictly legal, but with moral facts. We | 


are finding out truths affecting the welfare and 
character of the nation. It is not a trial before a 
court as to the guilt or innocence of an individual; 
but it is a moral trial, to ascertain what were the 
general facts which took place, what were the 
motives,and what was the conduct of the British 
Government and of its agents. Judge Kane, 
before whom this case was tried, in summing up 
to the jury, says, as to the pretenses of the British 
Government: 

‘Our people and our Government have been accused of 
forgetting the obligations of neutrality, and pushing ourselves 
forward into the conflicts of foreign mations, instead of 
minding our own business as neutrals and leaving belliger- 
ents to fight out their own quarrels. For one, | confess that 
I felt surprised, as this case advaneed, to learn, that during 
tlie very time that these accusations were fulminated against 
ihe American people by the press of England, there was, 
on the part of eminent British functionaries here, a series 
of arrangements in progress, carefully digested, and com- 
bining all sorts of people, under almost all sorts of influ- 
ences, to evade the laws of the United States by which 
our country sought to enforce its neutrality—arrangements 
matured upon a careful inspection of the different sections 
of our statute ingeniously to violate their spirit and principle 
without incurring their penalty.” 


This, sir, is true. Get men, at all events, was 
the spirit of the order, but take care not to be 
caught by the laws of the United States; and 
this caution runs through the whole matter. 


There you have the view of Judge Kane as | 
disclosed to the jury, and founded upon the facts 


submitted in evidence. Notwithstanding this, 
what do we find to be the assertion of Lord Clar- 
endon? He states that ** These instructions were 


made known to Mr. Crampton, and he was told | 


that, however desirous her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were to obtain recruits, they were still more 
anxious that there should be no violation or in- 
fringement of the municipal law of the United 
States.’? There is not a man who hears that 
declaration but will put his own construction on 
|it. The plain English of it is, ** We want the 
men in the United States; go, and raise them, 
but take care to avoid theirlawif youcan.’’ Why, 
sir, one of the witnesses who testified on that 
trial says, that Mr. Crampton, in speaking with 
him, used the expression that ‘The American 
law was very lax; do not expose yourself to it; 
you can evade it, and the British Government will 
support you in so doing.”? Lord Clarendon ob- 
serves, ‘* Shortly afterwards an agent opened an 
| agency office, and, upon complaint being made, 
| Mr. Crampton desired that it might be made 
known that the British Government did not re- 
cruit or raise soldiers in the United States, and 
he made known his instructions to Mr. Marcy, 
who then expressed himself satisfied.”’ 
Now, I aver as a fact that there is no foundation 
| for this statement. I stand here on my responsi- 
bility, and say there is no foundation for the state- 
ment, that Mr. Marcy ever expressed any content 
or satisfaction at the course of the British Gov- 
ernment. No such paper can be found; no such 
paper was issued. Would it not be a most aston- 
ishing declaration, after the letter he had written, 


| and which I have quoted, and after the informa- 


[ have said that the conse- || 
: : 
|, endon’s statement is clear. 


parties, and that the signs of the times indicated the still | 


more humiliating fate. The English army having met the 
most serious losses, the Government of Great Britam, in 
direct violation of her duty towards us, and with a design of 


misteading those residents of the United States who did not | 


fully comprehend the nature of our laws, devised a plan for 
the purpose of partially regaining the position and standing 


which, in the absence of the exercise of the advanced mil- | 


itary experience of the age they had lost. 

** A plan for this purpose was adopted and attempted to 
be carried out by his Excellency John F, Crampton, the 
Minister Plenipotentiary of her Majesty, assisted by several 
agents of the British Government, within the territory and 
jurrisdiction of the United States ; and, I think, you will be 
satisfied that Mr. Crampton thus acted with the knowledge 
and approbation of his Government.” 


} 
} 


tion which he had given to the British Minister, 

when these proceedings became matters of noto- 
/riety through the country, to express himself 
| satisfied ? And yetthis is one of the misstatements 
| which has gone to the world; and I now venture 
to say, when the papers called for by this resolu- 
tion shall come in, you will find nothing in them 
to justify the statement of such a fact by the 
British Government. The object of Lord Clar- 
It is to produce its 
| impression on the British cave We all know 
| that our friend, John Bull, is a pretty credulous 
| sort of animal. He swallows readily and digests 
easily, and this statement of Lord Clarendon has 
already produced its impression upon him; and, 
I may add, has not been without effect in our own 
country. 

His lordship further observes: 

“The passage of persons wishing to go into Canada to 
enlist was paid; and Judge Kane laid down the rule that, 


_ to pay the passage of men to a foreign port, and then enlist 
| them, is no violation of international law.”’ 


What is the object of that statement? Clearly 


| 
| 
| 


I will not detain you, Mr. President, with the || to satisfy the British people that, in the whole 
minute details which are scattered through the || course of this business, their agents had kept 
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trial, and which can leave no doubt on the mind || 





Februar 


a ruary 26, 


within our law, for that Judge Kane had decided 
that it was no violation of law to take men from 
here and enlist them in British territory. Sir 
Judge Kane never made such a decision: and, at 





; a : at 
the very time when Lord Clarendon made this 
statement, he had this trial before him. What 


did Judge Kane say? Wo judge could say who: 

> - Y ’ a 
he is represented to have said, because that would 
have been a mere evasion of law. I will read 


| what Judge Kane says,and then compare it with 


the statement of Lord Clarendon. 
said: 

‘The act of Congress is in these words—I read the words 
material to the question, leaving out those which apply to q 
different state of circumstances: ‘If any person shall 
within the territory of the United States, hire or retain any 
person to go beyond the limits of the United States, with 
the intent to be enlisted in the service of a foreign prince 
he shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor.’ : 

* ‘The question which you have to pass upon is—diq 


Judge Kane 


| Henry Hertz hire or retain any of the persons named in 
| these bills of indictment to go beyond the limits of the 


United States, with the intent to be enlisted or entered jy 
the service of a foreign State ? 

* Did he hire or retain a person ?”? 

The Senate will observe that the principle laid 
down by Judge Kane is clear, that they have no 
right to hire people here with a view to enlist 
them in the British dominions. Judge Kane laid 
down the principle that the payment of transpor- 
tation brings them within the law. Judge Kane 
may, on some preparatory investigation of this 


| matter, have said: ‘* You must bring these facts 
/home to the person; you must show that, in 
going to Halifax or elsewhere with these people, 


| he went with that view. 


_ according to its plain words, 


** No doubt you must; 


the intention must be shown; but the general prin- 
ciple is, beyond all doubt, that to hire a man in 
the United States to go to Halifax with a view to 
enlist, is a palpable violation of our law, and this 
fact is a palpable contradiction to the assertion 
made by Lord Clarendon, and at this moment 
believed by nine tenths of the British people. 
There is not the slightest foundation for it. Our 
law is as plain as words can make it. Our courts 
have interpreted it, and our juries have decided 
Allow me to read 


| once again what Lord Clarendon said on that sub- 


ject: 

“The passage of persons wishing to go into Canada to 
enlist was paid; and Judge Kane laid down the rule that to 
pay the passage of men to a foreign port, and then enlist 


| them, is no violation of international Jaw.” 


In addition, let me add another extract from 
Judge Kane addressed to the jury, and let that 
be placed in juxtaposition with Lord Clarendon’s 
declaration: 


* Judge Kane. The meaning of the law, then, is this, 
that if any person shall engage, hire, retain, or employ an- 
other person to go outside of the United States to do that 
which he could not do if he remained in the United States, 
viz: to take part in a foreign quarrel; if he hires another 
to go, knowing that it is his intent to enlist when he arrives 
out; if he engages him to go because he has such an intent 
to enlist when he arrives out; if he engages him to go be- 
cause he has such an intent, then the oftense is complete 
within the section. Every resident of the United States has 
the right to go to Halifax and there to enlist in any army he 
pleases ; but it is not lawful for a person to engage another 
here to go to Halifax for that purpose. It is the hiring 


| of the person to go beyond the United States, that person 





having the intention to enlist when he arrives out, and that 
intention being known to the party hiring him, and that 
intention being a portion of the consideration because of 
which he hires him, that defines the offense.” 


And to engage men here, in order to enlist in 
Halifax, was precisely the plan of the British 
Government, the superintendency of which was 
intrusted to their Minister here, and to the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Nova Scotia; and for which 
large sums of money were advanced and ex- 
pended. 

Mr. President, I observe that some of our own 
newspapers speak of an apology having been 
made by the British Government; and I observe 
that the most reckless of all reckless journals— 
the London Times—in an article just received, 
states that there have been apologies enough made 
by England to satisfy ten European monarchies. 
Sir, standing here in my place, I say that no 
apology has ever been made. Lord Clarendon, 
in the speech before me, does not say a single 
word about apology in the statement of his own 
case. The British Government, as I understand, 


from time to time, when the subject has been 


alluded to, has said to us: ‘* Your law was nét 
violated, and we will not believe that our officers 
ever violated it.’”? That is the nearest that they 
came to an apology, which, it is said, would sat- 


| isfy ten European kingdoms. I repeat, no apology 
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has been made, and none has been tendered; but 
from the beginning to the end—and it has been 
repeated in this very speech of Lord Clarendon— 
we have been told that our laws have not been 
violated, and they have justified Mr. Crampton. 
Lord Clarendon, in this speech, observes: 

« With the conduct of Mr, Crampton we are perfectly 
«ctied, for [ am convinced that neither intentionally nor 
ypintentionally, nor accidentally, did he violate any law of 
the United States.” 

If such a thing for an apology would have sat- 
‘sfied ten European monarchies, all that | have to 
cay is, they are very easily satisfied; and I trust 
it will be contemptuously rejected, as an atone- 
ment by an American Republic. 

| repeat, that there has been a violation of our 
laws, and, in addition, there has been a gross in- 
sult in justifying the whole course of the British 
avents here, both diplomatic and other importayt 
avents on the frontier. No man can run his eye 
over the report of the trial, without seeing that 
inthe British border possessions, as well as in 
the United States, this scheme was carried on 
witha view to insure the recrulting. 

Lord Clarendon, I suppose, by way of show- 
ing the merits of Mr. Crampton, says, that after 
an agency Office had been opened, and complaint 
made, he desired it might be made er ae 
or by whom, is not said—that the British Gov- 
ernment did not raise soldiers in the United 
Now, sir, this change in the recruiting 
tactics is very easily accounted for, without press- 
ing into service any-extraordinary good will. It 
is fully explained by the district attorney of 
Pennsylvania, who says, after stating the opera- 
tion, that 

“Arrests having been made in all parts of the United 
States of persons engaged in this business, the representa- 
tives of her Majesty in this country became somewhat 
alarmed as tothe result. Mr. Crampton then made arrange- 
ments with Mr. Strobel and one Dr. Ruess, who met him 
at Halifax, and devised plans as to the manner in which 
the recruiting Was thereafter to be conducted in the United 
States; and on the 15th of May, or thereabouts, the whole 
plan of proceedings was changed by his excellency the 
British Minister and Sir Gaspar La Marchant, Governor of 
Nova Scotia. They then devised a new plan of violating 
the national sovereignty of the United States and of evading 
our laws enforeing neutrality.” * * * * ‘Giving to 
these agents at the same time a caution that should they 
be unsuccessful in evading the laws and eluding the au- 
thoriies of the United States, they could hope for no pro- 
tection from the British Government—that is, the British 
Government was willing to accept the advantage of the 
successful criminal conduct of their Minister and his recruit- 
ing agents, but refuse to defend or assist those agents if | 
they should be so unfortunate as to be detected.””> * * * 
“The ruse then adopted was to send men to Canada and 
Halifax, under the pretense of engaging them on the rail- 
road, and when there to enlist them in the army. For the 
purpose of carrying out this object, regular written instruc- 
tions were given by Mr. Crampton to Mr. Strobel, who, 
with Dr. Ruess and other officers, started in company with 
Mr. Crampton to the United States.” 

And this deep-planned scheme to evade our 
laws is a subject of congratulation with a British 

d >» 
Cabinet Minister, and seems to be a matter for 
whieh the British representative is entitled to high 
credit. It is difficult to characterize it, and yet 
keep within the limits of proper decorum. 

Well, sir, finally, the whole plan was aban- 
doned. Why? No eredit to its authors, but 
because it was a failure. I understand that the 
whole number of men raised in the United States, 
and perhaps in Canada also, did not exceed three 
hundred, and they cost animmense sum ofmoney. 
Where did the money come from? This book 
before me tells you. Here are Mr. Crampton’s 
notes, and here are the uotes of the Governor of 
Nova Scotia, and here are the whole of the facts 
stated. They show you that money came, by 
thousands and thousands of pounds, to enlist men 
here in the very face of our law, and knowing its 
provisions, 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate | 
longer. I wished these facts to go out, in order to 
counteract the effect resulting from the speech of 
Lord Clarendon, and I desire to make one addi- 
tional observation. I did hope, and I believed 
when this matter began, that at last we had ar- 
rived at a point when every American paper would 
be in favor of itsown country. I said some days 
Since, that there was a species of idiosyncrasy 
with us, which prevented us joining together 
unanimously when we got into difficulty with a 
foreign Power. One of our most intelligent pub- 
lic journals, which I will not name, has seriously 
proposed—what? It has proposed that this matter | 
should go to an arbitrator, and that the arbitrator | 
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| late our laws and our neutral duties. 
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our dignity was injured by this scheme to vio- 
That is 
American patriotism! Such a sentiment, how- 
ever, will be reprobated by the American people. 
I trust that the resolution will be adopted without 
op OSition. 

Mr. YULEE. I observe, in the report which 
we have of Lord Clarendon’s remarks, two alle- 
gations, concerning which I desire to ask from the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
such information as he may be able to afford. 

It is alleged by Lord Clarendon that, at some 
stage of the recruitment, which it is acknowledged 
was being conducted in this country, Mr. Cramp- 
ton had laid before the Secretary of State the 
plan of procedure contemplated, and that it had 
received the sanction of the Secretary. 1 believe 
such is substantially the statement. 

It is also alleged that a proposal to submit to 
arbitration the controverted questions arising un- 
der the Clayton-Bulwer treaty has been twice 
tendered to this Government. 

My purpose is to inquire if these facts exist 
as stated and understood upon the other side of 
the water? 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I do not pro- 


| fess to be conversant with the whole correspond- 


ence which has passed between the two Govern- 
ments on the subject involved in the questions 
put by the Senator from Florida; but, so far as I 
am intormed—and I think I am correctly informed 
as to those points—I am not aware that any offer 


| has been made by the British Government to this 


Government to refer to the arbitrament of some 
friendly Power the questions of difference which 
have arisen upon the construction of the Clayton- 
3Sulwer treaty. I observed, as did that honorable 
Senator, that the fact was not only very distinctly 


| stated in the speech of the Earl of Clarendon, but 
| itwas stated by him that the offer had been made, 


had not been accepted, and that the same offer 
had been renewed. Now, it may not be improb- 
able that, in some of the conferences which took 
ylace between Mr. Buchanan and the British 


| Minister on the subject of this treaty, when it was 
| found, as is alleged, that the main difference ex- 
| isted upon the interpretation of the treaty, the 


suggestion may have been made upon the part of 


| the British Minister that, under those circum- 


stances, perhaps the easiest solution would be to 
refer it to the arbitrament of a friendly Power, to 
which a reply may have been given that, in the 


| present state of Europe, there was no Power in 


a condition, in the probable opinion of the Amer- 
ican Government, to act as arbitrator. If any- 
thing passed, it was of that character. If any 
direct offer has been made, or renewed properly 
as such, | am ignorant of the fact, and have no 
reason to believe it. 

ln reply to the other question, whether it was 
true that the instructions given by the British 
Government to their Minister, or other officers 


| in this country, in relation to enlistments within 
our territories, were communicated to the Secre- 


tary of State, and that he was satisfied with them, 
my impressions are these: I ara very certain that 
the instructions given by the British Government 
to its Minister or to any of its officers, were not 
communicaté@ to the Secretary of State; and, of 


| course, he could be neither satisfied nor dissatis- 


| fied with them. 


I mean by “ the instructions,”’ 
of course all the instructions which were given, 
for short of that, it would not be exactly true to 
say that ‘* the instructions”’ had been shown, if 


a part were shown,anda part not shown. I am 
> 


| aware that at one period a part of the correspond- 


|} ence between 


| United States*«re not violated.’’ 


the British Government and its 
Minister was sent to the Department of State, in 
which were contained expressions of this char- 
acter: ** You are to take care that the laws of the 
_ Now, whether 


| the Secretary was satisfied with that or not, I do 


not know. I should think it probable, however, 


| that if they imported to be all the instrvctions, 


| he would have been satisfied. 


and to have covered the whole ground of action, 
I have reason to 
believe there was no expression either of satisfac- 
tion or dissatisfaction. I believe that is an an- 


| swer to the questions of the Senator. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I wish 


only to say a word on this matter. The impres- 


| sion on the public mind of this country, I think, 


is that the British Government had made atone- 
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acknowledging her erroron the subject of attempt- 


| ing to make enlistments within the United States; 


and I think the general impression, further, is that 
with this acknowledgement the subject might have 
been given over to oblivion. I think, sir, that 
that is the generai impression, so far as my con- 
versations have extended; and this was certainly 

my impression, assuming that the British Gove rn- 

ment, when apprised of the dissatisfaction of the 

United States at the partial attempts made at 

enlistments or ¢ nvagvements for ¢ niistments in this 

country, at onee issued orders to her authorities 

in Nova Scotia, and wherever else she had estab- 

lishments for recruiting, directing them to stop, 

riving as areason for it, that the United States 

were dissatisfied. 

Now, sir, if she had misunderstood our laws, 
or if her agents had so far misunderstood our 
laws as to suppose that an engagement with a 
citizen of the United States, within its limits, to 
go into Canada, and there enlist, was not a vio- 
lation of the law, it was an error to be sure: but 
if as soon as apprised of the fact that this Gov- 
ernment so considered it, and took offense at it, 
Great Britain immediately stopped the recruiting, 
and said: ‘‘Sooner than give dissatisfaction, | 
will suppress even in Canada, Nova Scotia, or 
anywhere else in my colonia! dominions, all re- 
cruiting establishments whatever, so that there 
shall be not only no more recruiting but no more 
opportunity for recruiting;’’—what more ought 
to be required? | have not investigated this 
subject, nor ean I particularly refer to the docu- 
ments or public papers in which this fact has been 

| announced; but if that be the state of the case, if 
| the instructions were in the first place that care 
should be taken that the laws of the United States 
be not violated, and if under a misinterpretation 
of our laws in England or here, there has been a 
violation committed of them, and if that wrong 
has been atoned for by this public acknowledg- 
ment, and the repetition of that wrong complete ly 
prevented, and this sort of an apology le it 


made tn 
the face of the whole world for this wrong, or 
indignity, or whatever else you may choose to 
call it, 1 ask what else can we demand? The 


recall of their Minister? Would that satisfy 
| American pride, or American sentiment, or Ame- 
| rican patriotism? The 
the British Minister; the 
nation. 


voes further than 
offense the 
Let us not, with a small vengeance, fall 

on the British Minister here; but if the offense is 

of a character that must be atohed for more seri- 
| ously, in the name of God, let us make the prin- 
cipal in this case responsible—let us make the 
British Government responsible, 


offens 


IS arainst 


Why, sir, between gentlemen, if one commits 
an offense arainst another, and makes an honor- 
} able acknowledement of the error, and SaVS the 
| offense shall no more be given, what gentleman 

would be justified, by the highest social law, in 
demanding anything further? And between two 
great nations, of infinitely more dignity than pri- 
vate gentlemen, what more can we demand? I 
think it is the highest satisfaction for such an 
injury as that which we have received. 

‘Str, we are a great nation now, and entitled to 
have a great deal of pride. But let it show itself 
after the form of the majesty of this great coun- 

| try, and not in the little pursuit of individuals 
as victims for national wrongs. We need not be 
afraid that all the world do not know and acknowl- 
edge our dignity. Let us not act as though we 
| considered it necessary to be eternally putting 
| forward pretensions, lest the world should forget 
that this is the great Republic. I have no fear 
that anybody will ever foreet it, or can forget it. 
All the world knows it. To the bottom of their 
| hearts they know it; and if I were to say they 
| stood somewhat in respectful awe of it, | think I 
should not be saying too much; I hope I should 
| not. But I think we may be satisfied, where no 
indignity was intended to be offered. In such a 
| case, where no willful wrong has been offered to 
us, an apology or atonement, such as the British 
Government has made, if | understand the case 
rightly, might be considered as a complete rep- 
aration. 

Sir, | am not learned on these subjects, and do 
| not profess to be; but, it seems to me, we might 
| have left the British Minister alone in peace here. 
| after his Government had made us an acknowl- 
|}edgment Why, there is much danger, sir, if 


Should estimate in money, in dollars, how much || ment, se far as atonement could be made, by || we are gathering up little offenses aswe go along 
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in our intercourse with nations, and hoarding 
them up, and bringing them to bear when they 
are most sensitively felt, and in a critical position 
we should be considered by the world rather as 
a quarrelsome nation, seeking for oceasion of 
quarrel, than as a people of conscious power, 
knowing how really to maintain our high dig- 
nity. 

I think there isno man here who, if the real dig- 
nity or honor of his country is at stake, ought to 
stand back from any extremity, even of honorable 
wartare if necessary. But I would respect my 
dignity too highly to be making it the subject of 
discussion, and seeking to make victims of subor- 
dinates acting under instructions from their supe- 
riors, afterthe Home Government, as I understand 
has been done here, has made atonement and 
acknowledgment for the offense. That, according 
to my sense of the honor of my country and its 
Jaws, redresses every wrong and heals every in- 
dignity; and, much as | regret to differ from my 
ponorable friend from Michigan, so much more 
capable of advising than lam, yet I do differ with 
ium when he says, he trusts that this Government 
has demanded the recall of Mr. Crampton. Sir, 
when that has beendone, what then?—how do we 
stand? {ts our honor any the brighter for this? 
Does our character as a great nation, and not only 
asagreat nation butasa great Republic, stand any | 
higher? Is it out of such little things as that, 
such small and obscure sources, that the dignity 
of this country and its character are to flow? 
Oh! no! sir, notatall. It is, thank God, upona 
broader and loftier basis, and we shall better con- 
sult it by overlooking little things than by heap- 
ing them up as causes of national quarrel and 
national conflict. 

I should, therefore, have been better satisfied 
to know that when this atonement was made 
by the British Government, our Government had 
said: ‘* We acceptit with the same frankness with 
which it has been offered. We accept it, and 
no more complaint shall be heard of this offense, 
such as it was in its origin. Now, that you have 
made this acknowledgment, the complaint shall 
pass into oblivion. We desire only to maintain 
our rights and to repulse every attermpt that can 
be justly considered by any one as an invasion 
of them. All we have desired has been done; 
we are satisfied and have no more to say about 
i 

It seems to me that, either as a nation or as an 
individual, that would have been the most proper 
course to pursue. I regret exceedingly that it 
has been followed up by any such demand as 
that which is supposed to have been made, or 
which my honorable friend from Michigan thinks 
oughtto be made. Whatelse shall we demand? Is 
the gentleman’s measure of satisfaction and of 
honor filled by the reeall of Mr. Crampton? Have 
we nothing more to demand on this subject? Will 
we promise a full acquittance of it when that is 
done? Would it not be as well—would it not be 
magnanimous—to give that acquittance now at 
once? What additional consideration does the 
withdrawal of this Minister furnish any reason 
for the acquittance which we are to give, or what 
sort of international consideration is it on which 
we must acknowledge ourselves satisfied? I do 
not know, sir, where this thing will stop, unless 
it 1s to stop exactly at that point where between 
two individuals it would stop—upon an acknow]l- 
edgment being made and the error or the offense 
declared to be unintentional. That is the end of 
it—the natural and honorable end of it, and ought 
to be the national end. Such is my judgmenton 
this question. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, when I offered 
the resolution calling for this information I con- 
tented myself (as 1 thought it became me to 
do) with stating to the Senate only the impres- 
sions which I egtertained, that, as we had no in- 
formation upon the subject except that which was 
derived from British sources, the public mind 
possibly might be misled, and that justice would 
not be done, in the judgment of our countrymen, 
on the questions at issue between the two Gov- 
ernments. I refrained from going into the merits 
of the question atall; but, sir, my judgment, that 
it was desirable that we should have full and au- 
thentic information, not only of what has passed 
between the two Governments, but of the action | 
of the Executive upon it, has been fully confirmed | 
by the remarks that have just fallen from the 
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honorable Senator from Kentucky. If one as 

well informed as the honorable Senator is should | 
: ee : 

be yet under the impression that Great Britain has 


made any atonement to this country, far more 


| such atonement as this country should receive 
for the alleged indignity and insult et upon the | 


| country, if it be true that she, in « 


erogation of 
the sovereign rights of our people and of our police 
laws, has sought, directly or indirectly, to recruit 
her armies within our limits—it makes manifest 


how important it is that the whole correspondence | 


should see the light. 


[ say to that honorable Senator that, so far as | 
| Tam informed, when the facts are promulged, 


as they will be by the publication of this corre- 
spondence, he will find that no atonement—none 


| this, whatever may have been said across the 


| water, or by any portion of the American press, || 
| to the contrary notwithstanding. 


1 think more, 
sir; | think, when the correspondence comes under 
the eye of that honorable Senator, he willfind that 


| in the remarks which he has made, either as to 


the measures which the Government have already 
adopted, or as to those which it may hereafter 
adopt in vindication of the national honor as con- 


nected with this subject, he will find that he has | 
| made his leap before he came to the stile. 


Sir, I think it will be found, when the papers 
are laid before the country, that, in the whole con- 
duct of this affaironthe part of our Government, 
there has been conciliation—entire conciliation. 


There has been no purpose or desire to inflame | 
the public mind at home or abroad, but there has 
been a fixed and settled purpose to maintain the | 


| national honor at home, and to see that it is main- 


tained in our foreign intercourse; and I think the | 
honorable Senator will find that the Government, | 


in vindicating the national honor, is in pursuit of 
no insignificant game; but that the measures which 
have been projected so far, and any others which 
may follow, | think that honorable Senator will 
agree, are the measures appropriate to the occa- 
sion and required by it. 

I do not mean now to go further into this mat- 
ter; Ido not mean to go into the merits of the 
controversy. They will be disclosed when the 
documents are before us; and I think we shall 
then have the entire concurrence of that honorable 
Senator, both as to the way in which that corre- 
spondence has been conducted, and the demands 
that are made under it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not desire, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to interpose any objection to the passage 
of the resolution. It may be best, and it may be 
wisest, that all the knowledge which our Govern- 
ment may possess should be submitted to the 
Senate and the public. 


My purpose in rising is | 


simply to propound a question to the chairman | 


of the Committee on Foreign Relations and the 
distinguished Senator from Michigan, or either 


| of them, if they shall be able to give me the 
| information for which I seek. 


The honorable Senator from Virginia says, as 
I understand him, that no atonement whatever 
on the part of the British Government has been 
made—I think that was the language just used; 
but 1 desire to ask whether Mr. Buchanan did 


| not, ina note to Lord Clarendon, 6n the receipt | 
of his explanation, express himself satisfied with | 


what Lord Clarendon had said? 
that suggested. Is there any foundation for such 
areport? ‘lo my knowledge such a suggestion 


| has been made. For the purpose of being well 


| informed in the matter, I desire to know whether | 


such was the fact or not. 

Mr. MASON. With reference to that I will 
say only this. I will first repeat that I am not 
familiar with,the whole correspondence that has 
passed between our Minister and the British Min- 
ister on this subject; but I can very well under- 


| . cd . 
| stand that, inthe delays thatensued in conducting 


| a correspondence—not immediately, but medi- 


ately—because the correspondence is necessarily 
conducted between the Secretary of State here 
and the American Minister at London, and medi- 
ately through him with the British Minister—that 
in the delays which ensued in conducting such a 
correspondence with the irregularity of the mails 
—I can very well understand that M - Buchanan, 
not in possession of allthe facts from home, may, 
in reply to some note, or in conversation, have 
so expressed himself; but I am not specially in- 
formed about it. 


I have heard | 


GLOBE. 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, 
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I hope the 
° ° ie 
Senate will not be drawn into a debate i a 


correspondence which is not before us, The 
whole correspondence between the two Govern. 
ments upon this subject is locked up among tha 
secrets of the Executive Department, and Phe 
been somewhat surprised that any opinion should 
be intimated by any honorable Senator upon that 
correspondence, or upon the conduct of the Goy- 
ernment which isevinced by that correspondence 
Sir, we do not know that the Executive will com. 
municate that correspondence to the Senate or to 
the House. It rests with the Executive whether 
it shall be laid before us or not. Itis not for tho 


| Senate or for the House to say whether the cor. 
| respondenee shall be drawn forth from the Exec. 
| —has been offered by the British Government to | 


utive Department, and laid before the country: 
therefore it is that the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations presents this 
resolution, calling on the President, if he does not 
deem it incompatible with the public interest, to 
send to us the correspondence, so that it shall be 
made public. 

Now, sir, I think no honorable Senator is ay. 
thorized to say what is the purport of that corre- 
spondence, or what will be the opinion of the 
Senate or the opinion of the country upon it, for 
the simple reason, that we are not in possession 
of it; we are not in possession of the course of 
our Government, or the course of the British Goy- 
ernment. | know that we have a partial disclosure 


| from the Earl of Clarendon, in the British Parlia- 


ment, giving the British version; and I am not 
surprised, thatan honorable Senator should be led 
into any misapprehension on the subject by that 


| disclosure of the British side of the question. 


I hope, sir, that we shall not debate the subject 
before we are in possession of the facts in regard 
to it. I trust that the correspondence will be 
promptly laid before the Senate in order that we 
may form a just opinion upon its merits, and 
upon the course which the Government has pur- 
sued. I am in favor of the resolution which 18 
before us, for the simple reason, that the British 
Minister for Foreign Affairs has undertaken to 
speak upon the subject, but he has not given the 
correspondence to the British public. He has 
made certain statements which, I apprehend, are 
calculated to mislead the public mind in that coun- 
try and inthis. The antidote is the publication 
of the correspondence that is called for, and [ 
hope, that without debate in advance, the antidote 
will be applied. 

Mr. ck TTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
not designed (to use the language of my friend 
from Virginia) to take any leap upon this sub- 
ject—very far from it. I feel that it is one of 
sufficient gravity to merit our very serious con- 
sideration; and as for my humble self 1 desire 
to take none but the most measured steps in re- 
lation to it—no leaping. It is only because it 
seems to me that other gentlemen have been play- 
ing a little at that game that | have interposed a 
word on the subject. 

I have supposed that the British Government 
made the acknowledgments and atonements which 
I have indicated; and my remarks have been 
based on that supposition. The gentleman seems 
to suppose that i shave leaped in the dark; and 
yet he himself, [ find, is extremely chary in an- 
swering the question which is put to him, whether 
Mr. Buchanan has not acknowledged himself 
satisfied with the atonement offered by the British 
Government. His answer rather supposes that 
such an acknowledgment may have been made; 
but our distinguished diplomat acted too hastily; 
he made a leap in the dark; he was mistaken In 
acknowledging it. 

Sir, I have not introduced this subject, nor have 
I anticipated what will appear on the communica- 
tion of the correspondence for which this resolu- 
tion calls. My honorable friend from Connecti- 
eut [Mr. Tovcey] peed s, administered a 
very just admonition. { would take it to myseli 
cheerfully, and endeavor to conform to it and 
improve iy it; but I suppose that, on this occa- 
sion, it is rather addressed to my honorable friends 
who first spoke on the subject—the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason} who 1s 
at the head of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Cass.]} : 

The gentleman says we had better wait. I think 
so; I think it woul 


have been better if we had 
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waited; but when other gentlemen do not wait, 
and when other gentlemen state facts here inside 


and outside of the correspondence, what am [ to 
do? Does not the honorable gentleman know— 


if the object be to inform the public’ mind—that 
thousands will read what their names shall attract 
them to in a newspaper, who will never read this 
corr’ spondence ? Yes, sir, 1 know it; andif there 
be any error in the statement, it is a proper time 
to discuss it when it is first presented. 

it has been said that no atonement of any sort 
has ever been made. My impression is to the 
contrary, and I do notstand alone. I understand 
that the British Government, as soon as she dis- 
covered the dissatisfaction in the United States, 
in order to avoid the possibility of future offense, 
ordered the suppression of all further enlistments 
in Canada or Nova Scotia, That, it seems to 
me, might, to persons disposed to be appeased, 
be somewhat of an atonement. To persons in- 
disposed, itmight not. Itdoes notcome directly; 
it is only addressed to all the world; but for 
what do we want redress but that we may show it 
tuallthe world? Thatisall. If we have acknowl- 
edged satisfaction, as the gentleman intimates, 
and as [ understand his answer implies, that is 
a fact worthy to be known when we are leaping 
here into this matter—leaping, as it were, intoa 
war with England. Let us consider that matter 
well. My constituents are not people to turn 
back from a just cause to vindicate the rights or 
the honor of their country, but they want a cause. 
They want to fight as freemen ought to fight— 
with a motive and for a known cause, and with 
that intelligence which characterizes them in all 
their action, when there are great interests at 
stake. I believe, of all the people in the world, 
we make least calculation about war, and care 
Jeastabout its consequences; but it surely becomes 
us, as Senators, to consider with a little prudence 
these matters, and not by rash words to create 
undue excitement, much less to create misappre- 
hension in the country. It was for these reasons, 
and under these impressions only, that I troubled 
the Senate with a single word on this subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, 1 do not in- 
tend to trouble the Senate with more than avery 
few remarks on this subject. I am very anxious 
to form an intelligent judgment on this subject; 
but | confess that 1 am not capable of forming 
that intelligent judgment unless L have disclosed 
tome information which the honorable Senator 
from Michigan may have had—unless | have 
that information which I know will be disclosed 
by the report of the Committee on Foreign Rala- 
tions of which my honorable friend from Vir- 
giniais the head. But, sir, when we undertake 
to pronounce a judgment upon the statements of 
Lord Clarendon, or to,adopt a conclusion in refer- 
ence to what may be disclosed by the publication 
of the correspondence between the two Govern- 
ments, we plunge in the dark, and may do injustice 
toourselves. 1 agree thoroughly with what has 
been said by my honorable friend from Connec- 
ticut, that this way of anticipating, by premature 
discussion, is not the proper method of proceed- 
mg. LI would not say one word in reference to 
my honorable friend trom Michigan, for he has 
been engaged in diplomacy, and | have no doubt 
he is very fully intormed on this matter; and I 
venture to use a word of caution for the very 
reason that remarks made by him, going out 
under the sanction of his name, have had a decid- 
ed influence on the interests of this country. I 
do not know whether those measures that have 
been indicated and described with such graphic 
power are to lead to a war; I do not think that 
they will; but, as my honorable friend from 
Kentucky intimates, if the issue is war, 1 am not 
one of those who would plunge into it hastily 
and rashly, making (as it has been said by the 


newspapers and by the opinion of the world) the | 


elements of war the cheapest elements in the 
world—blood and life. I am disposed to pause 
before embarking our young men into a contest 
when we have no ships, guns, or money. I do 
not see that we are likely to approach such an 
issue; but if that be the issue, or if it be not the 


issue—let it be either way—we are discussing _ 


the issue before the world, and advertising our 
adversary that, perhaps, we are divided among 
ourselves, 


Now, sir, how do I know that Lord Clarendon 


has said what has been attributed to him? 
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| what authority am I informed upon that sub- 
| ject? 


Mr. MASON. The London Times. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


Well, sir, I saw a statement 


| from another London newspaper, called the News 


or Morning Advertiser, giving another view of 
the subject, and stating that Sir Henry Bulwer 
was about to interfere by his mediation to make 
an entire compromise. Is that true ? 

Mr. MASON. Iwill merely say that I obtained 
my information from the English new spaper, 
called the London Times, reporting at large the 
debate in the House of Lords, which took place 
on the 3lst day of January, the first day of the 
present session of Parliament. I presume the 
report 1s correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not say that it is not so; 
it may be so; | have not said that it may not be 
so. 1 am guarded in that respect, but T say it 
should come to us through the ordinary process. 
Every tribunal, proposing to administer judg- 
ment, recognizes some process by which the judg- 
ment shall be based on the truth. Every court of 
justice has witnesses under responsible sanctions. 
I think that such matters as this should come to 
this body through the constitutional process; 
they should be communicated in the mode pro- 
posed by my honorable friend from Virginia. 
Now, sir, I must say one thing in reference to 
him. I did not hear all the questions propounded 

| by the honorable Senator from Maine, and others; 
but after the temper which was excited by one who 
has borne arms and gained laurels, [referring to 
Mr. Cass,] the factis, we know itis very difficult to 
refrain from speaking; it is a kind of mesmerism 
which cannot be resisted. [Laughter.] And I 

| must be permitted to say, that my honorable 
friend from Virginia, with all his retention of 

| purpose, (and he is remarkable for it,) has suffered 
his fire to be drawn. 

Mr. CASS. I find in the papers of our coun- 
‘try and of England, a statement of a speech of 
| Lord Clarendon, the British Secretary of State 

for Foreign Affairs, and a leading member of the 
| English Cabinet. Now, as I understand the 
case, there is no more doubt that that speech was 
delivered, than that such a place as Rome exists; 
_and I suppose no Senator will ask that some one 
| should come and swear that he heard it delivered! 
[ take itto be Lord Clarendon’s speech. Lord Clar- 
| endon, in that speech, without promulgating the 
correspondence—keeping it locked up in the ar- 
chives—suppressed from the world—gives his 
| view of the case. May I not, as an American 
Senator, examine the facts stated by Lord Claren- 
don? He says,that Judge Kane has decided that 
| you may engage men here to go to Halifax for the 
yurpose of recruiting, without violating our law. 
| say that is not SO. I want no correspondence 
| about that; but weare told thatan apology oratone- 
|} ment has been made. Lord Clarendon does not 
| so profess. He says that Mr. Crampton, from 
the beginning to the end, was right. Have I no 
right to examine that? What more do | want? 
| If Lord Clarendon should spread the correspond- 
ence before the world, we could form our own 
conclusions on it; but that is his own statement, 
| and we are examining it here, ana itis just as 
competent for us to examine it here as for him to 
make it there, with a view toinfluence the public 
mind in England. That it has had such an influ- 
ence there is no doubt, for the best of all reasons 
—that it has influenced many an able mind and 
strong intellectin ourown country. Notasingle 
particle of proofdoes Lord Clarendon give. The 
whole maiter stands on his own statement. Itis 
a fair subject for examination, and that is the 
reason why I have referred to it. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I think a war 
between England and this country is too grave a 
matter to be predicated on a newspaper or on a 
speech. I agree with every word that has fallen 
from my honorable friend from Connecticut, { Mr. 
Tovcey.] We should wait and have all the facts 
before us, before we make up our judgment or 
attempt to influence the public mind. 

This matter is in the hands of the executive 
Governments of the two countries; and if Lord 
Clarendon has chosen to make a speech in Par- 
liament while the subject was in the course of 
| negotiation, it was in bad taste. I think it isa 
| bad example to befollowedhere. I imagine there 

is no one in the Senate Chamber who would put 


By || up with an insult from Great Britain, or who 
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would not go to war, at whatever hazard, in a just 
cause and with proper provocation; but, at the 
same time, itis well enough,as it seems to me, 
in entering onthe preliminary st ps that may lead 
to so grave an issue as a war between the United 
States and England, that we should proceed with 
great caution. 

It is true that the tone of the English press is 
very irritating; perhaps the debates in Parliament 
are equally so. Not the least offi neive of the 
remarks they make is, that the United States, 
although they are talking a great deal about war, 
are notin ¢ arin st; and henee they pre dicate a great 
deal of that boasting which is one of the weak 
points in the national character of the’ English 
people, and in which we should gain nothing by 
imitating them. ‘They say that we are not in 
earnest; that we are approaching a presidential 
canvass, and that the talk here is for the purpose 
of making political capital at home. Shall we 
dissipate that impression by acting in the dark 
and debating a subject which is not properly be- 
fore us? Or are we not likely by such a course 
to justify or at least provoke a repetition of such 
irritating remarks from the press and politicians 
of England? 

Well, sir, in what state do we find ourselves 
here? We take a report of a speech of Lord 
Clarendon in the London ‘Times, and a debate 
grows up in the Senate, which seems likely to be 
continued, upon the grave subject of war, when 
everybody acknowledges his ignorance of the 
state of the case, both in reference to the enlist- 
ment and the Central American question; and 
upon a resolution, too, for the purpose of asking 
for this information! 

It seems that gentlemen are ready to deliver 
opinions as to what ought to be done. Steps 
ought to be taken, they say, which perhaps can- 
not be retraced, and which may lead toa war, 
and when they admit themselves that they are not 
fully in possession of the facts! So far as | am 
concerned, before Ll take a step, | owever humble 
my position may be, in a matte involving such 
serlous consequences, 1 wish to know more than 
I can ascertain by the report of a speech of Lord 
Clarendon inthe London Times. The resolution 
will bring that information, and then it will be 
time enough to act; and, if we must talk, we can 
at least talk more to the purpose. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 
| Mr. MASON. Iask the unanimous con¥ent 
of the Senate to repair a little mischief which has 
occurred in the organization of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, resulting from the inadvert- 
ence, the other day, of my honorable friend from 
| Illinois, [Mr. Doveias.}| I was not present at 
the time when he asked to be excused from ser- 
vice on that committee, and was so exeused. In 
a conversation with him, | have found that he is 
satisfied, as | am, that the request was made on 
a misapprehension of facts. With his consent, 
I ask now that he may be restored to his posi- 
tion as a member of that committee by the com- 
mon consent of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to. 


AFFAIRS IN KANSAS. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of Mr. We.uer’s motion 
to print ten thousand extra copies of the message 
of the Preside nt of the United States of february 
18, with the accompanying documents, in -refer- 
ence to affairs in Kansas. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, addressed the Sen- 
ate. His remarks will be published hereafter, 

Mr.HALE. Mr. President, | intend to reply 
somewhat at length to the remarks which have 
been made by the Senator from ‘Tennessee; but 
as he made a personal allusion to me, I prefer to 
answer that now, because [ recollect that a dis- 
tinguished Senator from South Carolina, some 
three or four years since, delivered, as | thought, 
a well-timed reproof to somebody who post- 
poned a personal explanation for a number of 
days. I wish, therefore, io dispose of that part 
of the Senator’s speech now. 

The honorable Senator from Tennessee began 
with a lamentation over the degradation to which 

\| the Senate had been reduced. He said it was 
| not what the old Roman Senate ought to be, and 
what he thought it was when he was studying 
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Viri Roma. He said it had become reduced ex- 
ceedingly; and he proclaimed to the Senate and 
to everybody who chose to listen to what was 
going on in the Senate, that he was about to 
make an elevated speech; that he was about to 
confine himself to what was worthy of the sub- 
ject and of the Senate. It is very true that he did 
put in a sort of a caveat, that in the excitement of 
debate he might be led to utter something which 
would not be exactly the thing; but for that he 
begged pardon beforehand. He probably knew 
about what he was going to Say, and he put in 
the caveat—*‘if he should in the excitement of 
debate.’? Well, sir, he has had all the debate to 
himself. ‘ 
excite him but himself. 


Nobody on earth has said anything to | 
He did, however, suc- | 


ceed in getting up the excitement of debate solo | 


altogether, so as, I think, to work himself up to 


such a pitch as to say something which, if it be | 
the elevation to which he seeks to raise the Senate, | 


I pray God to leave me in my degradation; I do 
not want that elevation. One of the phrases with 
which this refined era of elevated eloquence is 


inaugurated in the Senate is ** the filth and cor- | 
ruption of negro cabins.’”’ That is one specimen. | 


Another to which I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate is that in which the Senator attributed 
my return to the Senate to the care which the 
Devil takes of his own. I think that is right. 


Sir, you know who brought me back here. It | 


was the President of the United States, and 
nobody else who has done it. 


States took upon this very subject—if it had not 
been for the manner in which he outraged public 
sentiment in his native State, so that he has not 
got a single friend from that State in either House 
to say ** God bless him!’’ I should not have been 
here. That is the devil who took sare of me— 
the President of the United States. [Laughter.] 

Sir, | am glad that the Senator from Tennes- 
see referred to the Rhode Island case. Ina day 
or two—l can do it to-morrow if it is thought 
best—I propose to show you where the President 
of the United States steod on that issue. I will 
show you the ground of the President of the 
United States upon the doctrine of popular sove- 
reignty in its application to Rhode Island; and if 
the learned Senator from the State of Connecticut 
| Mr. ‘Tovcey] is booked up, and will enlighten 
the Senate a little, he can tell you where Connec- 
ticut stood at that time. When Thomas W. 
Dorr was a fugitive from the government of Rhode 
Island, and found it convenient to emigrate, the 
first place to which he went was Connecticut; and 
[think I am not mistaken in public history when 
I say that he found a sympathizing friend for his 
doctrines in the Senator from Connecticut. He 
stayed there as long as it was prudent and agree- 
able to stay, and the next place to which he went 
was New Hampshire. There, sir, the most ultra 
sympathizing, superlatively sympathizing friend 
whom he found was a man who is sometimes 
called ‘* young Hickory,’* but who was christened 
FRANKLIN Pierce. That was the man who in- 
dorsed to the fullest extent and in the broadest 


terms the whole doctrine of popular sovereignty | 


as it was proclaimed in Rhode Island by Dorr. I 
have got some resolutions which were then passed 
in New Hampshire, and I will bring them in and 
serve them just as the Senator from Tennessee is 


going to do that little book which he held up to | 


us—embody them in my speech—but I will read 
them first. 
The Senator ree to me personally. 


said that I would have the candor to say—but he 


If it had not been | 
for the course which the President of the United | 


He | 


took it back afterwards, and said I was all made | 


up ot prudence. He said, at first, that | would 


have candor enough to acknowledge that if the | 


Missouri compromise was repealed our war would 
not stop. 


took that back and used the future tense. He 
said that he thought I would have candor enough 
to acknowledge that, if the Missouri compromise 
was repealed, we would not carry on this war 
unl the last manacle was stricken from the last 
black man. What war? What war? 
aggression has the North ever been concerned in? 
Sir, 1 am tired to death of this talk. What does 
the Senator from Tennessee think? 
think that, by repeating over and over and over 
again ‘northern aggression,’’ all history is to 


be falsified; that we are to be thundered out of 


1 understood him first to say that I | 
had candor enough to acknowledge it; but he | 


What | 


Does he | 





ern aggression? What is it? 

Why, sir, I suppose it was northern aggression 
that repealed the Missouri compromise ! Was it 
not? It was northern aggression that made war 
upon Mexico, and took such a great portion of 
her territory, and blotted out the restriction of 
slavery which that semi-barbarous people had 


imposed upon that portion of God’s earth which || 


fellto their dominion? Was thatnorthern aggres- 
sion ? 
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possession of the high places of this Government | 
—in your chair, sir; in the presidential chair, on || 


the bench of the Supreme Court! 
aggression that so carves out this country that a 
vast majority of the people inhabiting the free 


° . : . . | 
in that everlasting citadel of slavery—your Su- 


preme Court of the United States. [tis northern 


I had heard this term so many times that 1] had 
begun to suppose people would be tired of using 


We have stood on the 
We have always been in a practical 


it. What have we done? 
defensive. 


minority here, because you have bought up | 


dough-faces enough to control us. We have 
always been in a minority practically. 

Now, then, let me explain our position. The 
Senator says I would fight. No, sir; | would not 
fight at all; but | would defend, and that is all we 
have done. We have never made aggression, 
and we never mean to do so. The difficulty is, 
that our people have not even stood upon the de- 
fensive; but I thank God that the indications of 


the present day seem to promise that the North | 
have at last got to the wall, and will go no further. | 


I hope so. The Senator says there may bea 


power that shall say, ‘‘ Thus far shalt thou go, and | 


no further.’”? Good! good! Sir, 1 hope it will 


/ come; and, if it comes to blood, let blood come. | 
But I tell your President of the United States, | 
| who threatens to send his myrmidons to shoot 


down the free inhabitants of Kansas, let him fire. 
I tell you the first Federal gun thatis fired to shoot 


| down one of those inhabitants will echo and re- | 


| will not be all on one side. 


verberate over the hills and the valleys of this 
land; and he will find that, like Rhoderic Dhu’s 
men, the freemen will come up, and the fight 
No, sir; if that issue 
must come, let it come; and it cannot come too 
soon. 

lam sorry that we confirmed Shannon, because 
I think, if this issue is to come, the President had 


better send out as Governor of Kansasa real fire- | 


eating slaveholder—a man who believes that sla- 
very is a divine institution, established by God 


and sanctified by Christ, as it has been proclaimed | 


to be in some official papers of the southern States. 
Let him send sucha manas that, and let the issue 
—if he is determined to make it—come. 

Sir, the Senator from ‘Tennessee seems to talk 
of the Puritans of New England, as if that were 
a ters synonymous with cewardice. Did he ever 
read the history of the Puritans? 


I tell you, sir, | 


the Puritans of Old England rode hard all over | 


England to get the sight of the backs of some of | 


the Cavaliers, and could not find them. [Laugh- 


ter.] Sir, it was a motto of Cromwell to his Pu- | 


| your powder dry. 
| tanical code of those days. 


ritans, to trust to Providence—that is well, said 
he—but look to your ammunition, and ** keep 

> ‘That was a part of the puri- 
The Senator is alto- 
gether mistaken in the character of these people. 


We are not quick to get into a quarrel, personal | 
| or political, of any sort, and he knows it. 


are yielding, and he knowsit. We have yielded. 


| We have seen the power of this Government, for 


/aim and purpose, to extend, foster, perpetuate, | 


the last fifty years, exerted, almost with a single 


strengthen, and render eternal the institution of 
human slavery. We saw it in the annexation of 
Texas—avowedly so by the Secretary of State. 
For what else was the Missouri compromise 
stricken down? And yet the Senator speaks of 
northern aggression, as if we had been making 


|; war. 


Sir, the doctrine which has been proclaimed by 
the men about whom I know anything engaged 
in the anti-slavery enterprise of the North has 
always been, that they disclaimed and denied 
utterly the purpose, the desire, or the power to 


_ interfere with slavery in any State where it exists. 


They never proclaimed any such thing, and it 
cannot be found. The most ultra of them, in the 


We | 


It is northern aggression which has held || 





It is northern || 
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/ our common sense by this denunciation of north- \| first national meeting they ever held as a conven. 


tion, utterly disclaimed it. 

The gentleman speaks of some times past, and 
of some eras gone by. I do not know that the 
era has gone by when the North is to be driven 
I do not know whether the honorable Sey 
thinks that Senators on this floor, representing 
the views of their constituents, are to be Silenced 
by such personal assaults as have been made on 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wirsoy 
I can tell the Senator from Massachusetts not to 
be alarmed. I have experienced it all, and more 
His colleague, my honorable friend, [Mr. Spy. 
NER,] felt it all, and a great deal more. 


ator 


M- 


He is a 


/man whose character conferred more honor on 


_ who has come to the atmosphere of Washington, 


and who has brought with him anything of fidelity 
aggression, I suppose, that has done all this. Sir, || 


|| the Senate than the Senate on him, by taking his 
States are kept in a perpetual and eternal minority || ’ 


seat in the body. He did not escape it. No man 


to his northern constituency, that has not found 


all such influences as these brought to bear to 











crush and break him down. Well, sir, this 
attempt may succeed, and it may not. I can 
pardon a great deal to gentlemen thinking it may 
succeed, because | know that in the history of 


| the past it has succeeded; and, therefore, the 


may be encouraged to make these demonstra- 
tions. 

Now, sir, I confess that I have not been favor- 
ably impressed by this inauguration of the new 
eloquential era in the Senate; for the Senator from 
Tennessee closed his speech with the illustrious 
figure of the bowie-knife, and he threatens that 
we shall have war to the knife, and the knife to 
the hilt. Sir, Puritan blood has not always 
shrank from even those encounters; and when 
the war has beea proclaimed with the knife, and 
the knife to the hilt, the steel has sometimes glis- 


‘| tened in their hands; and, when the battle was 


over, they were not always found second best. 
I confess I am sorry to see such things introduced 
here. I had ese after such a peaceful inaugu- 
ration of this speech, after such pious proclama- 
tions of the elevated tone with which this discus- 
sion was to be carried on, it would not end with 
a war to the hilt of the bowie-knife; but, sir, I 
am mistaken—tastes differ. 

Now let me state, all that we ask, all that we 
desire, all that we claim, is this: if you like slavery 
keep it; nobody finds oy fault with you for doing 
so. We disclaim any desire, any purpose, any 
wish to interfere with it in the States; and what- 
ever the Senator may say, I defy him—I defy any 
man with whom I have ever come in intercourse 
in‘the Senate, or in the other House, or in social 
life—to say that I have ever allowed myself to use 
an opprobrious or insulting epithet; nay, more, 
an epithet calculated, or designed, or intended to 
wound, or injure, or hurt any man’s feelings. 
God knows I have had too bitter experience 


, in my own history of such attempts, to return 


them, even to the humblest of my species: No, 
sir; | have done nothing of that sort. What do 
we desire? We desire, as I understand southern 
gentlemen to profess, ‘hands off.’? They say 
the General Government has no jurisdiction over 
slavery. Agreed; that is all we want. When you 
passed your Kansas bill, you claimed that.it was 
to be left to the unbiased voice of the free settlers. 
That is what we wanted. We were willing to 
have it so; but the complaint is, that we have not 
had that; and the Senator admits, if [ understand 
him, that wrong has been done there, but it is 
justified as a measure of retaliation on the emi- 
grant aid societies! The Senator says this is the 
first time he ever heard of those societies. Well, 
sir, it is not the first time I ever heard of them. 


If L have read history aright, there were emigrant 


aid societies got up in England to colonize Vir- 
inia. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I said in the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, Virginia is in the 
United States. [Laughter.] Virginia was settled 
by emigrant aid societies, and so were most of 
these colonies. This emigrant aid society, if I 
understand it, was got up before the passage of 
the Kansas bill. Again, the Senator asked why 
this alarm about the border ruffians? Sir, the 
alarm is because we believe the power of the Fed- 
eral Government has been arrayed on their side. 
I think the order of the Secretary of War to which 
the Senator from Massachusetts alluded, was 
justly obnoxious to the very censure with which 





